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Communism on the Waterfront 


THURSDAY, JUNE 21, 1956 


Untrep Srates SENATE, 
Suscommirrer To INvesTiGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Security Act AND OTHER INTERNAL 
Security Laws oF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 11 a. m. in room 104B, 
Senate Office Building, Senator William E. Jenner presiding. 

Present: Senators Jenner and James O. Eastland, chairman. 

Also present: Robert Morris, chief counsel; Benjamin Mandel, 
research director; William A. Rusher, administrative counsel. 

Senator Jenner. The subcommittee will come to order. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we had scheduled for this morning, 
in New York City, the appearance of eight witnesses. Now, when 
the decision was made yesterday that Senate business would make 
it impossible to have the hearing in New York, we directed seven of 
the witnesses to appear here in Washington. 

With respect to Mr. Victor Riesel, we did the following, Senator: 

We had his questions and answers sworn to in New York, and I 
would like to offer this into the record, this transcript into the record 
now. 

Senator JenNeER. It may go in the record and become a part of the 
official record, but I think it should be read. 

Mr. Morris. I will read the questions and Mr. Mandel will read Mr. 
Riesel’s answers. 


Mr. Morris. Will you please state your name and address? 

Mr. Rtieset. Victor Riesel, New York City. 

Mr. Morris. Now you have been a labor reporter for many years; have you 
not, Mr. Riesel? 

Mr. RieseLt. Twenty-five years. 

Mr. Morris. I wonder if you would give us a free sketch of your experience in 
that field. 

Mr. Rreset. In the past 25 years I have covered every conceivable part and 
written considerably of the history of American labor and international labor. 
To do this I have not only covered the United States but in great detail European 
labor, and have gone around the world to cover labor and labor in politics. In 
addition, I have covered the Communist movement, its leaders, its labor chiefs, 
directors, and its activities over the same period of time and ove: the same 
worldwide area. 

Mr. Morris. And approximately a year ago you made a trip around the world, 
did you not, where you saw many of the labor conditions firsthand? 

Mr. Riesev. That is true. I went completely around the world, stopping in 
Hawaii. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you stay in Hawaii? 
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Mr. Rreseu. One week, and also stopped at Tokyo, Hong Kong, and so on across 
the world. 

Mr. Morais. In taking this trip you worked very closely with the labor leaders 
in the various cities you visited. 

Mr. Rieset. In very great detail and complete openness and frankness I worked 
especially closely with a great many, perhaps all, of the labor leaders in Honolulu, 
except, of course, for the pro-Soviet labor organization run by Harry Bridges 
and Jack Hall, who is his Hawaiian lieutenant. 

Mr. Morris. Based on your experience which you have just set forth, Mr. 
Riesel, I wonder if you would tell us how Communist operate on the various 
waterfronts, New York, San Francisco, and Honolulu and throughout the United 
States. 

Mr. Riesew. I was especially interested in Hawaii where with some 1,300 water- 
front workers, the International Longshoremen and Warehouse Workers Union 
is able to shut off all entrance to and egress from the island except, of course, 
by air. 

i" was very much interested in the fact that this union, which is essentially 
a waterfront union, was also deep in the agricultural economy of the island. 

Mr. Morris. When you say “this union” do you mean the International 

Mr. Rieset. Harry Bridges’ Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union, 
ILWU. 

Mr. Morris. By controlling the 1,800 waterfront workers they are able to 
block the port? 

Mr. Rresel. Not only are able, but were able and did this some time ago to 
the point where it would have taken the Army or the Navy to move stuff in 
and out. 

I was told in some instances there was so little feed for cattle or the cattle 
died off or had to be slaughtered, that food supplies ran low, and that the whole 
economy of the islands was shaken. To me this was vital because the Hawaiian 
Islands, in addition to being a strategic outpost, as witnessed in the tragedy 
of Pearl Harbor, are the second most important military, naval, air, and marine 
defense outposts, second only to the Pentagon. 

From the Hawaiian Islands are the commands reaching to the Asian shores 
down in New Zealand, and there you have your Far Eastern central command 
under Admiral Stump. 

Mr. Morris. And you say that port, which is as important as you say it is, is 
now under the control of Harry Bridges? 

Mr. Rreset. It is absolutely so; there is no doubt. And from the port he has 
developed the considerable political influence and has, of course, his union reach- 
ing into the agricultural part, the sugar and pineapple fields. 

Mr. Morris. What to you mean by that, Mr. Riesel? 

Mr. Rieset, He and his union control the workers on the great plantations, 
which he has also shut down from time to time and has thoroughly hurt the 
economy. At any given moment, should he decide to call a strike, the structure 
of the union is such that he has the power, through his lieutenant, Jack Hall, 
that he could not only shut the port, but close down the entire economy by calling 
an agricultural strike on the big plantations of the island. 

Bridges has not been satisfied with just controlling the port and the agricul- 
tural economy of the island, but has begun to take government workers into his 
union of waterfront. workers and longshoremen. 

It is now quite probable that he will have the same influence in Government 
offices that he has amongst the waterfront and plantation rank and file. 

Mr. Morris. Now, does the Bridges lifeline to Honolulu go from San Fran- 
cisco? 

Mr. Rieser. Yes; the command is in San Francisco and no one should make 
any mistake about that. It is in the hands of Harry Bridges who takes, of course, 
considerable advice from Louis Goldblatt, and is entirely concentrated with in- 
ternational headquarters in San Francisco. 

Mr. Morris. Now, what controls does Bridges exercise over the port of San 
Francisco? 

Mr. Rreset. He could do the same in the port of San Francisco that he could 
do in Honolulu or elsewhere in the Hawaiian Islands. He could shut the port 
down, and, in fact, has proven that, but he is the boss of the waterfront and 
warehouse workers in San Francisco and therefore able, at either end of the life- 
line from Hawaii to California, to immobilize it, so it would take the military 
forces of the United States to actually keep them open and alive should he decide 
to call a strike at any one strategic moment. 
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Mr. Morris. And do you consider that this poses a threat to the internal secu- 
rity of this country? 

Mr. RIEsEL. I certainly do, and I have considered it such for a long time, and 
for a long time have tried to bring out the story. That is one of the reasons 
why I stopped in Hawaii and why I spent practically all my time talking to labor 
leaders in the island. 

Mr. Morris. Now, could you tell us how this control extends to the east coast 
or toward any of our Southern States? 

Mr. RirseLt. He has influence in Lousiana and New Orleans. The Justice 
Department has just indicted the president of one of his warehouse locals there 
on charges of falsely filing a non-Communist affidavit. 

This individual has a record of supporting Communist causes, including an 
effort to keep the atomic spies from being executed for stealing atomic secrets. 

Mr. Morris. The Rosenbergs, for example? 

Mr. Rresev. Of course. He has tried to extend the influence from the west 
coast to the east coast. He has denounced whatever most other American 
citizens have held as one of the most progressive steps toward the fighting of 
crime on the waterfront. He has denounced the Bi-State Commission, which has 
had, by the way, bipartisan support by both the Democrats and Republicans, 

He has denounced a regular AFL effort to dislodge unsavory characters from 
the waterfront. He has denounced the ousting of longshoremen from the AFL. 
His union has sent thousands upon thousands of dollars to certain elements on 
the east coast. He has tried to work his way into the east coast and on the 
docks. 

As a matter of fact, at one time he came here and personally directed it. 
But mostly he has been working through—and it has been acknowledged he 
worked through—Irving Charles Velson, Jeff Kibre, one of the union’s agents 
here, and there are others, I believe. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Riesel, is it your position then that Bridges controls 
the port of Honolulu and controls the port of San Francisco, but with respect 
to ports such as New Orleans and New York, that he is trying to extend his 
control and, now lacking that, he has only influence here? 

Mr. RIEsEL. He has tried to extend this control and the reason he has failed 
has been due to the intelligence of the working longshoremen who have many 
times rejected communism, who have helped in the boycott of Soviet imports, 
and who would fight whomever they could against infiltration by pro-Communist 
forces. 

Now, it would be a serious matter if this man, who is a champion of Com- 
munists and Soviet causes, and in his paper has berated and derogated the 
United Nations war against aggression in Korea; who was one of the first to 
carry a two-page spread which encouraged brainwashing of our GI’s in Korea, 
it would be unfortunate if this man were able to extend his influence to the port 
of New York, for example. 

Here we have this terrific naval base at Lernardo; here we have the Army 
port of embarkation; here we have the Brooklyn Navy Yard; here we have 
docks in Manhattan and Jersey which load cargo for the rest of the world. 

My own inquiries, as studied in detail and substantiated and made official by 
Army officials, show that the Brooklyn port of embarkation in Brooklyn, the 
Army base, feeds our entire arc of bases from Thule up near the Arctic Circle, all 
the way down to the hydrogen base.being built in Spain, to north Africa. 

I think that if one man could control such a line that runs from Hawaii and 
has some extensions tangentially to Alaska, then on to San Francisco and other 
west coast ports, then into New York where you have this concentration, it 
would be a pretty grim picture. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Riesel, do you think that if we traced the activities of Harry 
Bridges in the various ports that we would have a good idea of what Communist 
activities on the waterfront are? 

Mr. Rresev. Of course. 

Mr. Morris. Thank you. 


Senator JENNER. I certainly, on behalf of the committee, want to 
thank Mr. Riesel for this forthright testimony. As the whole world 
knows, he has paid a terrific price for being so forthright in these 
matters. I notice in his testimony he makes reference to Jack Hall, 
as he described him as Harry Bridges’ lieutenant in Honolulu? 

Mr. Morrts. Yes. 
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Senator Jenner. I want to state at this time for the record that 
Jack Hall, who is running the port of Honolulu today as Harry 
Bridges’ lieutenant, was convicted under the Smith Act on November 
5, 1952. This man, despite his conviction, almost 4 years ago, is still 
loose and posing a great threat to the internal security of this country. 
This delay on the part of the court to confirm the conviction of Jack 
Hall is to me a shocking thing, and I think the Department of Justice 
should immediately check on this important matter. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like to give you a report now 
on the appearances of the witnesses here this morning. 

Mr. Charles Irving Velson has not been served. Mr. Charles Keith 
and Mr. Hyman Bershad, both of whom were subpenaed to appear 
here today, were instructed to appear here after they were due to ap- 
pear in New York yesterday but have notified the committee through 
their attorney, Leonard Boudin, that they could not be here. They 
stated that the 12 or 15 hours’ notice we gave them to shift here to 
Washington was such they could not be here. Mr. Boudin said he 
had great difficulty in reaching his clients. 

Now, Mr. Sam Madell has appeared by Charles Recht, and has asked 
for adjournment, and Mr. John Steuben, who was also subpenaed, has 
indicated, or his attorney has indicated, he is too sick to be here today. 

We have, however, Mr. Jeff Kibre, who is the Washington repre- 
sentative of the ILWU and he is ready to testify, Senator. 

Senator Jenner. Let the record show that Senator Eastland is 
presiding. 

The chairman is now presiding.) 
enator Easrtanp. You may call the witness. 

Mr. Morris. Senators, Mr. Kibre was mentioned in Mr Riesel’s 
testimony as one of the two east coast representatives of Mr. Bridges. 

Senator Easritanp. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are 
about to give the Internal Security Subcommittee shall be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Krier. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JEFF KIBRE, WASHINGTON REPRESENTATIVE, IN- 
TERNATIONAL LONGSHOREMEN AND WAREHOUSEMEN’S UNION, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., ACCOMPANIED BY JOSEPH FORER, HIS 
ATTORNEY 


Mr. Morris. Will you give your name and address to the reporter ? 
Mr. Kiere. My name is Jeff Kibre, my address is 1341 G Street NW., 
a D.C. 
Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Kibre, will you tell us what your work is, 
what is your job? 
Mr. Kipre. Yes; I am the Washington representative of the Inter- 
national Longshoremen and Warehousemen’s Union. In that ca- 
acity, it is my job to push legislation which is beneficial to our mem- 
ership and which is beneficial to the labor movement as a whole and 
also to represent the union in Washington in connection with various 
executive agencies having to do with the maritime industry. That 
is my job and that is the nature of my job. 
Mr. Morris. And, now, do you, from time to time, have occasion 
to go to New York? 
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Mr. Krpre. Yes; I have had occasions to go to New York. 

Mr. Morris. And what do you do on those trips to New York, Mr. 
Kibre? 

Mr. Krere. If you can be a little more specific? 

Mr. Morris. Would you tell us, in a general way, what your duties 
are when you visit New York in connection with, or on behalf of the 
union ¢ 

Mr. Kiere. Some years ago, during the winter of 1953 and 1954, 
when there were a series of strikes in New York involving the Inter- 
national Longshoremen Association, I was asked by the officers to ob- 
serve the development, keep in contact with the development, and 
keep the officers informed what was taking place. 

Mr. Morris. And now is Charles Irving Velson the leading repre- 
sentative of the ILWU from New York? 

Mr. Kipre. Mr. Velson, as far as I know, was hired by Mr. Bridges, 
I think about a year and a half ago, to undertake certain limited duties 
which were explained by Mr. Bridges in a press conference last No- 
vember in New York. And I can repeat to the committee here ex- 
actly what Mr. Bridges said in the course of that press conference. 

Mr. Morris. I wish you would. 

Mr. Kisre. In the course of that press conference, which was held 
down at the Luckenbach dock, as I recall, Mr. Bridges explained that 
he had hired Mr. Velson for the purpose of keeping track of the 
operations of the waterfront commission and, further, for keeping 
track of certain rating activities on the part of the SIU, Seafarers 
International Union, with respect to improvements of conditions in 
longshore jurisdiction in the maritime industry. Those were, as I 
sindeiateabil it, the limited purposes for which Mr. Velson was hired. 

Mr. Morris. And I wonder if you could tell the committee exactly 
what you do when you go to New York? Do you confer with Mr. 
Velson ? 

Mr. Krere. Well, I will tell you I have only been to New York about 
2 or 3 times in the last year, or last year and a half. 

Mr. Morris. For instance, you told us that you ran into Mr. Velson 
yesterday ; did you not? 

Mr. Kiere. Yes, that is right. That is because I told our attorneys 
in New York, that I was going to be in New York in connection with 
this hearing and asked them to try to get in touch with Mr. Velson, 
who, I understood, was on vacation. When I got to the lawyers’ 
office yesterday afternoon, Mr. Velson finally showed up there. 

Mr. Morris. The fact of the matter is, Senators, the United States 
— have been trying to serve a subpena on Mr. Velson for almost 
2 weeks. 

Mr. Krere. I might explain that he informed me he would be on 
vacation, and his vacation was to run through the end of this week. 
I suggested to him, as long as the hearing was taking place in New 
York, he should stick around for an extra day and he intended to. 
However, when I discovered later that the hearing had been shifted 
back to Washington, Mr. Velson said he would be back on the job next 
week and would be available then. 

Mr. Morris. I wonder if you could tell the committee what you do 
as representative of the ILWU here in Washington ? 


72723—57—pt. 302 
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Mr. Kiere. Yes. In the last 2 years I have been working at great 

length on 2 basic programs, both legislative in nature. The first is a 
rogram which has been developed by the House Merchant Marine 

Committes or the Bonner committee to bring about stabilization in the 
maritime industry. One of the basic points raised in the course of 
these lengthy hearings, which went on over a period of about a year, 
and that was to bring about common termination dates of all long- 
shore contracts, with a view toward ending certain practices which 
have been prevalent in the industry over a period of years—certain 
practices which brought about unsettled conditions in the maritime 
industry. And the ILWU has strongly supported such a stabiliza- 
tion program. I have been working closely with the House Merchant 
Marine Committee on that program. 

As a matter of fact, the ILWU, in relation to that program, recently 
extended its contract involving longshoremen on the west coast for a 
period of 2 years. The night Sodan, it entered into a 5-year contract 
with a no-strike clause in Honolulu in the islands, and again carrying 
out this program of stabilization, entered into long-term contracts in 
the islands for the sugar industry and for the pineapple industry. 
That was one of my basic jobs, to work with the House Merchant 
Marine Committee in developing the details and practicalities of this 
program. 

Mr. Morris. Was that done on the Bonner committee, did you say ? 

Mr. Krere. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. You have been working with that committee? 

Mr. Krsre. I have the records of those very, very lengthy hearings 
right here, in case the committee is interested, and I would certainly 
like to offer the transcript of that hearing. It is a bit thick for the 
information of the committee. I think you would learn some very 
interesting facts there which would go a long way toward refuting 
some of the allegations made by Mr. Riesel. And I do want to say 
that I do greatly sympathize with Mr. Riesel even though I may 
differ with him, £ mathe sympathize with him, and I certainly hope 
that the persons who are responsible for inflicting the injury upon him, 
will be brought to justice, but I do want to say that those allegations 
are csmpiale unfounded and I can show it by offering, for the com- 
mittee records, some of these jengthy proceedings. 

Mr. Morris. Well, now, Mr. Kibre, I wonder before getting into 
that. Do you know Jack Hall, who was mentioned by Mr. Riesel as 
the person who was a lieutenant of Harry Bridges, who virtually con- 
trols the port of Honolulu? 

Mr. Krere. I have had very little contact with Jack Hall. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know that, as Senator Jenner stated, he was 
convicted on November 5, 1952, under the Smith Act in Honolulu? 

Mr. Krere. Yes, I know that he was so convicted and it is the opinion 
of our attorneys that that conviction will be reversed on appeal. 

Mr. Morris. And, now, do you know, as Mr. Riesel pointed out there, 
that -~ ~~ Orleans representative of the ILWU has recently been 
indict 

Mr. Kriere. I have read in the newspapers that Mr. Nelson was 
indicted. 

Mr. Morris. What was his name? 

Mr. Krere. Andrew Nelson ? 

Mr. Morais. He is your organizer in New Orleans? 
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Mr. Kisre. He is the business agent elected as the business agent 
or president, elected by the membership of the local in New Orleans. 
May I say that an indictment is not a conviction, and I trust that the 
committee will withhold judgment with respect to Mr. Nelson, and I 
am sure that it will until such time as the courts have tried the matter. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Kibre, I wonder if you could tell us whether 
or not Mr. William Glaizer preceded you as the Washington repre- 
sentative of the ILWU? 

Mr. Kiser. Mr. Glaizer was my predecessor as the Washington 
representative and left Washington to take over a post in the interna- 
tional office in February of 1953, which was the time that I came back. 

Mr. Morris. Where is he now? 

Mr. Kiere. He is presently working in the international office as an 
administrative assistant to the officers. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Kibre, are you now a member of the Commu- 
nist Party ? 

Mr. Kipre. I will decline that question on the basis of my privilege 
under the fifth amendment, not to be a witness against aaalt 

Mr. Morris. Now, have you been a member of the maritime commis- 
sion of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Krere. I will decline that answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended meetings of the Communist Party, 
at which were discussed plans for Communist activity on the water- 
front? 

Mr. Kiere. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris, You decline to testify ? 

Mr. Kiere. Yes; on the basis of my privilege under the fifth amend- 
ment, and I think I would use the first amendment, too. 

Mr. Morris. Now, do you know that there has been testimony before 
other congressional committees that you were a member of the Com- 
munist Party? 

Mr. Krere, I have read some of that testimony and it deals, pri- 
marily, with events that took place in Hollywood back in 1936, 1937. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a Communist at that time? 

Mr. Krere. I would decline to answer that question, but I could go 
on at great length to bring out the facts that existed at that time, 
when one of the biggest gangster conspiracies to take over the union 
in our country was taking place. It was a gangster element I fought 
against, and tried to clean out, and that was the simple nature of that 
situation. 

Senator Eastianp. Do you know anything about a Communist con- 
spiracy to take over the union at that time? 

Mr. Kriere. At that time, I was a member of the union, sir, and I 
may say, respectfully, that I was leading a rank and file movement to 
oust Willie Bioff along with the Al Capone mobsters who had taken 
over the union. 

Senator Eastianp. I would like you to answer my question. Do 
you know anything about a Communist conspiracy to take over the 
union at that time? . 

Mr. Kiere. I don’t, not to my knowledge, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a Communist when you came here to Wash- 
ington to take up your job as a Washington representative of the 
ILWU? 
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Mr. Kisre. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Senator JENNER. Do you draw a distinction between gangsters and 
Communists, as far as controlling of the union is concerned ¢ pe 

Mr. Kiere. Well, if you would put it to me a little more explicitly, 
Senator. 

Senator Jenner. Is one better than the other? 

Mr. Kipre. I don’t know, but I can tell you I have had a great deal 
of experience with what the gangsters did in Hollywood, between 
1936 and 1937. 

Senator JENNER. Have you had any experience with what the Com- 
munists have done? 

Mr. Kimre. I will decline to answer that. 

Senator JENNER. Under what basis? 

Mr. Kiere. Fifth amendment. 

Senator JENNER. Your answer might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Kiere. It is possible. 

Senator Jenner. It is possible. 

Mr. Kripere. I am thinking, particularly, if I might say, sir; I would 
just like to say a word on that. Back in 1937 and 1938, when Willie 

ioff and his gang were in the States, the main thing that they did 
was to invent and create a tremendous amount of propaganda de- 
signed to show that the revolt against this gangster bunch was a big 
Communist plot, and I can tell you, sir, that they invented and made 
public more smears in the short space of a year or two than I could 
possibly add up. And it is for that reason, I am sure, that a great 
many people are forced to take advantage of their privilege under the 
Constitution. 

And I would love, sir, to tell you about the situation as it took place 
in those years of 1937-40, when this Al Capone mob had complete 
control of the industry and was taking 2 percent of our wages as a 
tribute, refused to hold any meetings of the union, refused to call any 
we had complete control of the collective bargaining, and, as a 
result, brought about conditions which robbed the workers of millions 
and millions of dollars in a few short years. And I might add that 
the Government finally, I think in 1941 or 1942, confirmed all this 
when they convicted the entire mob. 

= Morris. Mr. Kibre, did you use the alias Barry Wood at that 
time 

Mr. Krere. I will decline to answer that, sir, under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever use any name other than your own at 
any other time? 

r. Krere. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been to San Francisco on the west coast in 
connection with the organization of the fishermen’s union there? 

Mr. Kisre. I was for many years an official of the fishermen’s union 
on the west coast. 

Mr. Morris. Approximately what year, Mr. Kibre? 

Mr. Kiere. Well, I was originally hired as a coordinator for the 
California locals and I think it was the fall of 1940, and then about 
1944 or 1945, I can’t recollect exactly, I was elected by the convention 
as the international secretary-treasurer. I kept that post until 1950, 
when the fishermen’s union merged with the ILWU. 
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Mr. Morris. And when did you last see Harry Bridges? 

Mr. Kisre. Well, to the best of my recollection, Bridges was here 
in Washington and testified before the Bonner committee sometime 
inApril. Ithink that is the last time I saw him, if I recall. 

Mr. Morris. You saw Mr. Velson yesterday ? 

Mr. Kisre. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Senators, I have no more questions. 

Mr. Kipre. May I add one thing, sir, in all due deference to the 
committee, and that is this: I do want to object at the many allegations 
that Mr. Riesel has made and again I say that with all due sympathy 
with Mr. Riesel. I want to object because it is my opinion that these 
unfounded allegations are going to seriously impede and interfere 
with this very worthwhile program which the House Merchant Marine 
Committee is trying to develop and the project which the ILWU 
supports 100 percent. 

Things like this, loose allegations like this, about the ILWU con- 
trolling the lifeline when, as a matter of fact, we just signed a 5-year 
contract in the islands and this is bound to create misinformation 
among the public, and that kind of stuff is bound to react to the detri- 
ment of the merchant marine and the industries, maritime industry. 
And I do hope, for example, this committee would examine carefully 
the record of these hearings by the Bonner committee in order to get 
an accurate picture of exactly what the ILWU program is. The 
ILWU, as it was testified to at great length by Mr. Bridges before 
the Bonner committee 

Senator JENNER. May I ask a question? If a union is dominated 
by a Communist do you think that the contract would mean anything 
to them ? 

Mr. Kipere. The only answer I can give you is that the ILWU is 
dominated only by its membership and that the ILWU has a reputation 
on the west coast of observing its contracts and has a record on the 
west coast of not a single strike since 1948 in the maritime. 

Senator Jenner. I didn’t ask you that question. I asked you if a 
union was dominated by Communists, do you think a contract would 
mean anything to the Communists? 

Mr. Kirre. Well, I am sorry, Senator, I just can’t answer that, be- 
cause I have had no experience under a situation like that. That is 
why I say the only situation I have had is when the ILWU and the 
kind of program that has been carried out, the kind of reputation we 
have now, which the employers, themselves, have testified to in many 
congressional hearings, the statements they have made before the 
Bonner committee, in which they have said repeatedly 

Senator Jenner. You are making your answer responsive to your 
union. I asked you a hypothetical question. 

Mr. Forer. He said he didn’t know. 

Senator Jenner. If he doesn’t know, that is his answer. 

Mr. Kiere. I am sorry, I just don’t know. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Kibre, in connection with the Bonner committee, 
was testimony taken under oath before that committee ? 

Mr. Kisre. As I recall, I can’t say for certain, but I think it was 
taken under oath. 

Mr. Morris. But Mr. Bridges wasn’t asked at any time whether he 
was a Communist; was he? 
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Mr. Kisre. I don’t recall. 
Mr. Morris. You were there, weren’t you ? 


Mr. Kimre. I was there, but I don’t recall such a question. 
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He did 


testify at one informal session, at which I wasn’t present. That is why 
I express some qualification. 

I would say this: That I do have one recollection where Mr. Bridges 
testified under oath that he was not a Communist and has so testi aa 
repeatedly and has been ultimately cleared of charges of being a 
Communist by a recent court action. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, do we have any report of any activity of 
the witness here today ? 

Mr. Manveu. We have information from the files of the Committee 
on Un-American Activities, giving the record of Jeff Kibre. 


Mr. Morris. 
Eastland ? 


May that go into the record at this time, Senator 


Senator Easrianp. Yes, it will be admitted in the record. 


(The report 


Exurpsit No. 288 


yas marked “Exhibit No. 288” and reads as follows :) 


INFORMATION FROM THE FILES OF THE COMMITTEE ON UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES, 
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


For: Hon. James O. Eastland. 


Subject: Jeff Kibre. 


NOVEMBER 18, 1955. 


The public records, files, and publications of this committee contain the fol- 
lowing information concerning the subject individual. 
be construed as representing the results of an investigation by or findings of this 


committee. 


munist, a Communist sympathizer, 


indicated. 


Organization 


American Jewish Labor Council! 


American Slav Congress ! 2_ 


Civil Rights Congress, Los An- 
geles. 


International Longshoremen’ sand 
Warehousemen’s Union.? 

International Fishermen and Al- 
lied Workers, CIO.2 

International Fishermen and 
Allied Workers, a division of 
International Longshoremen’s 
and Warehousemen’s Union.? 

Petition to President Roosevelt 
for release of Earl Browder. 


main cf 


Activity 


Signed appeal to President to lift 
Palestine embarge (identified as 
secretary-treasurer, International 
Fishermen and Allied Workers of 
America. 

Ne ninirssimnnapbeiaans 

Signed appeal in behalf of indicted 
Communist leaders. 


Named to represent union in Wash- 
ington. 
National 

indicted. 
Officer of local 33; fined $150 in cases 
growing out of 1949-50 strike set- 
tlement of union fishermen at San 


secretary-treasurer; 


Made statement in support of Harry 
Bridges, on latter’s conviction. 

Spoke at mass meeting Mar. 2 under 
auspices of a committee for defense 
of Hugh Bryson, indicted under 
Taft-Hartley non-Communist pro- 
vision (spelled Kuyber in article). 

Signer of statement in behalf of 
Seattle Six. 

Protested firing of Communist 
teachers at University of Wash- 
ington. 


This report should not 


It should be noted that the individual is not necessarily a Com- 
or a fellow-traveler unless otherwise 


Source 


Daily Worker, Feb. 18, 1948, 
p. 5. 


The Slavic American, fall, 1947, 
vol. 1, No. 1, p. 78. 

The Independent, Long Beach 
Calif., Nov. 23, 1948, p. 20 
(advertisement). 

Daily People’s World, Feb. 3, 
1953, p. 8; May 29, 1953, p. 7. 

Daily en s World, Nov. 3, 
1949, p 

Daily opie s World, July 12, 
1941, p. 6 


Daily Worker, Jan. 25, 1942, p. 
5 


Daily People’s World, Apr. 6, 
1950, p. 12. 

Daily Worker, Mar. 4, 1954, 
p. 2. 


Leaflet, Someone’s Got to Take 
a Stand, 1949. 

Daily Worker, Feb. 8, 1949, 
p. 6. 
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BARRY WOOD 











Organization Activity Source 
American Youth Congress | 2___...| Editor, AYC publication, Winner | Memorandum of Attorney 
(identified as Communist Party General Biddle on the Amer- 
name for Jeff Kibre, “well-known ican Youth Congress (re- 
party leader of southern Cali- printed in Congressional 
fornia’). Record, Sept. 24, 1942, and 


quoted in committee Guide 
to Subversive Organizations, 
1951, p. 156.). 


! Cited by United States Attorney General. 
? Cited by Special Committee and/or Committee on Un-American Activities. 


See also the following references in publications of this committee: 

Hearings on H. R. 1884 and H. R. 2122, bills to curb or outlaw the Communist 
Party of the United States, March 24-28, 1947, pages 250, 261 

Hearings regarding Communist infiltration of the motion-picture industry, Oc- 
tober 20-30, 1947, pages 347-349, 351, 352, 356, 394-397, 544, 545 

Communist infiltration of Hollywood motion-picture industry, part 2, April 17- 
May 18, 1951, pages 478-481, 483-485, 488, 493, 519, 525, 527, 528 

Communist infiltration of Hollywood motion-picture industry, part 4, September 
17-19, 1951, pages 1426, 1446, 1449, 1466, 1467, 1588, 1589 

Communist infiltration of Hollywood motion-picture industry, part 5, September 
20-25, 1951, page 1732 

Communist activities among professional groups in the Los Angeles area, part 
1, January 21-25, 1952, page 2484 

Guide to Subversive Organizations and Publications, May 14, 1951, House Docu- 
ment No. 137, page 156 


Annual Report of the Committee on Un-American Activities for the Year 1952, 

December 28, 1952, House Report 2516, January 3, 1953, pages 61, 67 
Communist Methods of Infiltration (Government-Labor), 1953, pages 1618, 1622 
Investigation of Communist Activities in the Los Angeles Area—Part 6 (1951 and 

1953), pages 2311-2315, 2825, 2328 
Annual Report for 1953, page 39 
teport on the March of Labor (1954), page 16 
Investigation of Communist Activities in the Los Angeles, Calif., Area—Part 3 

(1955), page 1744 

Mr. Morris. And, Mr. Chairman, in connection with the witness’ use 
of the word “clearance” of Harry Bridges, I would like to have him 
explain what he means by that. 

Mr. Krere. Clearance? I don’t know—— 

Mr. Morrts. Didn’t you use the word “clearance”? 

Mr. Forer. I think he did. What he was referring to was the re- 
cent district court decision. 

Mr. Kirse. I may have used it in connection with the recent dis- 
trict court decision in San Francisco, which finally threw out the last 
evidence against Mr. Bridges and exonerated him. 

Mr. Forer. After a trial. 

Mr. Kisre. After a trial. And bearing in mind that he has been 
before the Supreme Court twice. There has been 20 years of litiga- 
tion which ended up in a or for Mr. Bridges, and, as I understand 
it, the Justice Department finally accepted the decision as being final. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions of this witness. 

Senator JENNER. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Kier. May I offer this transcript for the record? 

Senator EastLanp. It will be accepted as an exhibit. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 289” and placed 
in the committee files.) 
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Mr. Morris. One of the things I am interested in, as I asked Mr. 
Kibre, is whether or not that committee ever asked Mr. Bridges if 
he was a Communist, and I didn’t see it in there, and I looked for 
quite some time. 

Senator Jenner. The record will speak for itself. _ 

Senator Eastianp. In this connection, I would like to bring to 
the attention of the committee the following facts which have been 
called to the attention of the Attorney General. _ 

I believe that the delay in these cases is, likewise, caused by the 
vs of our courts to take the — action that is called for in 
view of this grave threat that we have been hearing about in our 
hearings. 

I am going to read from a letter which was sent on June 18 to the 
Attorney General. It is signed by the chairman. 

Two of the leaders of this union have been James Matles and James Lustig. 
Both have been demonstrated to be Communists—— 

Mr. Morris. Senator, that is in connection with the United Elec- 
trical, Radio, and Machine Workers Union? 

Senator Eastianp. Yes. [Reading:] 

Both have been demonstrated to be Communists and both are the subject of 
denaturalization proceedings. I believe that your office filed denaturalization 
suits against them on February 13, 1952, and on December 16, 1952, respectively. 
Since that time, apparently, nothing has been done to enable the immigration 
authorities to follow up on their deportation proceedings. 

There is also the case of Constantine Radzi, who, our record shows, has been 
a member of the control or disciplinary committee of the Communist Party. 
Radzi was observed watching one of our hearings in New York in 1952, and 
was subpenaed to testify. In that case, both the Immigration Service and the 
Department of Justice acted expeditiously and filed a denaturalization pro- 
ceeding on December 17, 1952, against Radzi. Since that time, apparently noth- 
ing has been done on this case. Radzi is not even on bail, and is pursuing his 
work of undermining our Government without molestation. 

I further call your attention to the case of Louis Weinstock, against whom 
suit was filed on January 22, 1953, and to the eases of almost a score of other 
Communists who are still engaged in trying to destroy our way of life. 

May we have your assurance that the Department of Justice is taking all 
possible steps to expedite the denaturalization and deportation of the named 
individuals, and of others in the same position? 

Mr. Morris. Senator, may I state that Senator Jenner has made 
a previous request. 

The facts are, in connection with the ILWU, that Jack Hall, the 
Honolulu representative of the union, was tried on November 5, 1952, 
and, despite that, nothing has been done about him. He is still free 
to carry on his activities, which have been described here today. And, 
in connection with those cases, Senator, there are almost a score of 
them. They were highlighted recently when Mr. Bialer, who testified 
before the committee, said that the most important propaganda that is 
being used by the Polish Communist government is propaganda of the 
United Electrical, Radio, and Machine Workers Union, of which Mr. 
Matles and Mr. Lustig have been the leaders. And that their cases 
have been on the calendars since 1952, denaturalization cases, and 
others as you see—many of them run 4 years and more. There has 
been no activity, Senator, to the best we can learn, as a result of our 
inquiries. Apparently the delay is in the courts, and nothing is being 
done to follow up these prosecutions. 

Senator EastLanp. Who is your next witness? 





; 





SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 1627 


Mr. Morris. John Lautner. Mr. Kibre has indicate a desire to leave 
early and, as far as I am concerned, I have no more questions. 

Senator Easttanp. The committee will excuse him. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give this hear- 
ing shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
help you God? 

Mr. Lautner. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN LAUTNER 


Mr. Morris. This witness has testified before this committee before, 
but he is a person who is in a position, by virtue of the fact that he was 
one of the leading members of the Communist Party of New York 
State, to give competent testimony about Communist organization on 
the waterfront. And he has been recalled for that purpose. 

Now, Mr. Lautner, you were a member of the Communist Party 
until 1950; is that correct ? 

Mr. Lautner. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. You had a leading position on the State committee at 
that time; did you not? 

Mr. Lautner. No. I was the head of the New York State review 
commission of the Communist Party—disciplines committee. 

Mr. Morris. You were head of the New York State disciplinary 
committee of the Communist Party at that time? 

Mr. Lautner. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And you had been a Communist conversant with Com- 
munist activities in New York for how long up to that time? 

Mr. Lautner. Well, from 1945 to the time I left the Communist 
Party in 1950. I attended organizational committee meetings, where 
all the organizational activities of the party were planned and dis- 
cussed and checked. 

Mr. Morris. I see. And as such, Mr. Lautner, you were able to ob- 
serve the activities that the Communist Party conducted with respect 
to the Communist Party on the waterfront? 

Mr. Laurner. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Would you tell us how Communist activities on the 
waterfront, concerning the waterfront, were carried out up to the time 
that you left the Communist Party in 1950? 

Mr. Lautner. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Would you give us your firsthand experiences? 

Mr. Lautner. Yes. Right after the reconstruction of the Com- 
munist Party in 1945, a three-prong program was developed. This 
program revolved around the reorganization of the Communist Party 
in New York State, the reindoctrination of the party membership 
away from the policies of Earl Browder. And the three prong was 
the institution of a concentration policy for New York State. The 
major concentration activity was transport; and I don’t mean subway 
riding or riding on the bus, but transportation, the waterfront, the 
railway terminals in New York, and longshore. And there was a 
divisional industrial-concentration activity delegated to the county 
organizations as such, but there were a number of concentration organ- 
izations that were supervised directly by the New York State appa- 
ratus, by the New York State organization of the Communist Party. 
Such was the maritime section of the Communist Party, the teamster 
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section of the concentration section of the Communist Party, and the 
longshore section of the Communist Party. At the head of the mari- 
time section of the Communist Party they had numerous organizers 
in a short period of time and, finally, George Watt became the party 
leader on the New York waterfront, pertaining to maritime workers 
and shipping. The person who was in charge of longshore concen- 
tration and under the supervision of the New York State labor com- 
mission of the Communist Party, of which I was a member, was a 
person by the name of—I will recall his name later. Later, I was 
sent to Gary, Ind. 

Senator JENNER. Later on, what? 

Mr. Lautner. Later on I was sent to Gary, Ind., as a columnized 
party leader into steel, into Gary, Ind. 

George Powers, that is his name. He was in charge of 1947, 1948, 
and part of 1949, of longshore concentration in New York City. And 
then the third phase of it, the railway concentration, was in charge 
of a person by the name of Robert Woods. All three officers were 
at the New York State Headquarters of the Communist Party on 
the 5th floor at 35 East 12th Street, and they worked under the super- 
vision of the New York State leadership of the Communist Party. 

Now, with the reorganizational party with the first prong—I men- 
tioned the three prongs. Now the concentration activity. The first 
prong was completely gp age in such a way that all of the com- 
munity organizations of the Communist Party in New York lent 
themselves, in order to aid and help to realize whatever the concen- 
tration tasks were through the industrial sections, concentration 
industrial sections of the Communist Party. 

In 1947 a commission was set up, the commission was composed of 
Jim Tormey, Louis Sass, Leonard Levenson, and myself, to make a 
survey on the party on what are the concentration points in New 
York County. 

We made a survey of all of the teamster sheds beginning from the 
Battery all the way up to the Fifties and on the East Side. We made 
a survey of all the railway terminals. 

Mr. Morris. This is in connection with your work in connection 
with transportation, Communist Party transportation as you 
described it ? 

Mr. Lautner. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Proceed. 

Mr. Lautner. We made a survey of all the railway terminals, like 
the New York Central on the west side in the lower Bronx, and all 
of the ferrying that is being done by railways through the Erie line 
and the Lackawanna lines into Long Island and into Brooklyn. A 
complete survey was made in order to allocate party organizations, 
neighborhood organizations, community organizations, to give a hand 
to the industrial sections who were doing concentration work, build- 
ing the party in these particular concentration points. 

r. Morris. Mr. Lautner, in that connection may I break in to ask 
you, as this information comes in as a result of these surveys, where 
does that information go? 

Mr. Lautner. That information went into the hands of party 
specialists, who specialized on that phase of party activity. First, it 
went to the New York State labor commission of the Communist 
Party and then to the national labor commission of the Communist 
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Party, one headed by the—the national headed by John Williamson 
and the New York State headed by Hal Simon." 

Mr. Morris. In vther words, Mr. Lautner, all the intimate details 
relating to the transportation and the transportation lines of New 
York City, for instance, in connection with this inquiry, are held 
quite tightly and known by the Communist leaders? 

Mr. Lautner. Yes, it is. It is held first of all and assimilated by 
the labor commissions of the Communist Party and it becomes the 
property of the party leadership, the board, the New York State board 
or the national board in the way of reports by these commissions, and 
then it goes back into the hands of other specialists to check, for in- 
stance, reports on transport and waterfront concentration, and New 
York State labor commission becomes the property of so-called labor 
specialists in the party, like Johnny Steuben. 

Mr. Morris. John Steuben ? 

Mr. Lautner. He was a member of the New York State board of 
the Communist Party. And persons like Norman Ross, who is the 
New York County chairman of the labor commission in New York 
County. It becomes the property of coordinators like Al Lannon, 
who was the head of the subcommittee, a subcommittee of the labor 
commission of the Communist Party, head of the maritime commission. 
It comes into the hands of these people who can weigh the line of the 
party to all the party members concerned to work in these particular 
industries or who try to penetrate further into these industrial setups. 
It is practically a three-way check. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, that testimony would indicate that the 
most intimate details of the organization of our waterfront and or- 
ganization of transportation systems, as described by Mr. Lautner, are 
known by the Communist leaders of the Communist Party in the 
United States. The great deal of testimony has indicated in the past, 
if all those facts are available to the Communist Party, because of the 
relationship with the Communist Party to the Soviet Union, it is 
quite obvious the Soviet Union would know all these details that the 
witness is testifying about today. 

And you knew John Steuben to be a member of the Communist 
Party, did you not? 

Mr. Lautner. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Steuben was one of the witnesses 
that we have scheduled to appear here today and he said he could not 
appear because of his doctor’s certificate. 

Do you know Mr. Charles Keith? 

Mr. LautNer. I knew him as a Communist in waterfront section 
in 1930. He was expelled from the party in 1946 and at that time 
he organized his own little group within the maritime union on the 
New York waterfront that was called the Fore and Aft. What Mr. 
Keith is doing at the present time I have no knowledge whatsoever. 

Mr. Morris. Do you have any knowledge that he has returned to 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Lautner. That may be so at the present time. He may be one 
of the absorbed or vindicated fellows. It is a fad now in the Com- 
munist Party to bring back some of these people who were expelled. 

Mr. Morris. But you did not know directly ? 

Mr. Lautner. I have no knowledge. 





1 Also known as Al Simon. (See p. 1630.) 
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Mr. Morris. Do you know Mr. Sam Madell ? 

Mr. Lautner. Sam Madell worked under George Powers in 1947 
and he was on the payroll. He was subsidized by the New York 
State organization of the Communist Party as one of the waterfront 
organizers for the Communist Party. 

Mr. Morris. And now, how about George Watt ? 

Mr. LautNrer. George Watt, yes, I know him. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know if he is a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Lautner. Yes. In fact, shortly after I left the Communist 
Party he became the national secretary of the national review com- 
mission of the Communist Party, the disciplinary committee. 

Mr. Morris. How about Al Simon? 

Mr. Lautner. Simon was a member of the New York State board, 
New York State committee of the Communist Party, and head of the 
labor commission. 

Mr. Morris. How about Al Lannon ? 

Mr. Lautner. Lannon was the maritime coordinator for the Com- 
munist Party and a member of the national committee. 

Mr. Morris. How about Babin, Toma Babin? 

Mr. Lautner. Babin, he was a Yugoslav Communist Party leader 
on the waterfront among Yugoslavs, and longshoremen in New York. 
He was deported from the United States, I think, around 1940 or 
1939. He is in Poland today. 

Mr. Morris. With the exception of Mr. Babin, then, Mr. Lautner, 
if we followed the activities of those other people mentioned we 
would have a fairly good idea of what communist activities on the 
waterfront are? 

Mr. Lautner. And some other people yet, too. 

Mr. Morris. Who were they, Mr. Lautner ? 

Mr. Lautner. Well, I know 

Mr. Morris. You mentioned Mr. Steuben. 

Mr. Lautner. Yes, Steuben. There is one Mitch Baronson, who 
was the party coordinator of longshore activities in Brooklyn, in Red 
Hook, or the Brooklyn waterfront. There is another person to get 
acquainted with. There were a number of concentration branches 
set up by the Communist Party to cover shapeups on the New York 
waterfront to distribute leaflets and sell Daily Workers. At the mo- 
ment I don’t exactly know, but I think I will know some of these mem- 
bers who were members of these concentration branches from the 
Communist Party who were assigned to do waterfront work in New 
York 

Senator Jenner. I would like to ask you a question, since you have 
been a member of the Communist Party, high in the official ranks for 
several years. What is your opinion, or if you have actual knowledge, 
tell us what a Communist agreement or contract means? 

Mr. Lautner. It means only so much. 

Senator Jenner. How much? 

Mr. Lautner. If the agreement serves the interest of the party, the 
agreement will be upheld. If it does not, the minute it does not serve 
the interest of the party, that agreement isn’t worth the paper it is 
written on. 

Senator Jenner. So, if the Longshoremen’s Union, I believe that 
is the title, has a 5-year contract, according to these hearings before 
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us, in Honolulu, and a 2-year contract in San Francisco, with your 
experience in the Communist Party, what would the contracts actually 
mean ? 

Mr. Lautner. It means this: At the present time they are follow- 
ing a certain line, and as long as that line is followed and the contract 
jibes or coincides with the thinking of that particular line, it is all 
right. As soon as there is a change in the situation, that contract isn’t 
worth anything. 

Senator Jenner. Thank you. 

Mr. Morris. Is there anything else that we covered in our execu- 
tive session, Mr. Lautner, that we haven’t covered in this open session 
that you can recall? 

Mr. Lautner. No. 

Mr. Morris. Well, I want to thank you very much, Mr. Lautner, 
for your testimony here today. 

Senator Jenner. Thank you very much for aiding this committee. 

In conclusion, let me state that when the enemies of decency in the 
union movement threw acid in the eyes of Victor Riesel they merely 
focused national attention on the evil he has done so much to com- 
bat. I want to say again, as I said earlier, I want to commend Mr. 
Riesel not only for his courage in fighting communism and racketeer- 
ing in the unions, but also for the resilience of this courage which 
he has demonstrated after his attack. His fight goes on. W e hope 
Mr. Riesel keeps up his fight against communism and racketeering and 
we do appreciate his cooperation with this committee. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I have some letters which Senator Eastland, 
on behalf of the committee, has written in the last week and I would 
like all those to go into the public record of this committee. 

Senator JENNER. They may become a part of the official record. 

(The letters are as follows :) 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL, 


Washington, D. C., June 26, 1956. 
JAMES QO. EASTLAND, 


Chairman, Internal Security Subcommittee, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR SENATOR EASTLAND: This is in response to a letter dated June 18, 1956, 
wherein you refer to the cases of James Matles, James Lustig, Constantine Rad- 
zie, and Louis Weinstock and ask my assurance that the Department of Justice 
will take all possible steps to expedite their denaturalization and deportation. 

As you know, the Department of Justice has been vigorously pursuing proceed- 
ings designed to denaturalize and deport any naturalized citizen whose presence 
in the United States may constitute a threat to internal security. This is but one 
aspect of the Department’s program to protect our national security against the 
criminal conspiracy of communism. 

As indicated in your letter, judicial proceedings to denaturalize the individuals 
referred to have been pending in the United States District Courts for the South- 
ern and Eastern Districts of New York for some time. The delay in the actual 
trial of these cases has been due not only to congested trial calendars but also 
to an important legal issue which was but recently settled by the Supreme Court. 

In United States v. Zucca (125 F. Supp. 551 (S. D. N. Y., 1954) ), it was held 
that revocation proceedings cannot be maintained unless the affidavit showing 
good cause therefor is filed with the complaint. This decision was affirmed by 
the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit (221 F. 2d 805). Since the filing of 
the affidavit would be disadvantageous to the Government, the Department re- 
quested Supreme Court review. Pending Supreme Court decision, the cases filed 
without affidavits in the district courts within the Second Circuit were removed 
from the trial calendars. On April 30, 1956, the Supreme Court ruled, by a 5-to-4 
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vote, that the affidavit must be filed, United States v. Zucca (351 U. S. 91). The 
Department has since issued appropriate instructions to the United States attor- 
neys governing the filing of the required affidavits. 

Insofar as bail is concerned, the defendants are all citizens until denaturalized 
and the pending proceedings are civil in nature. The law makes no provision for 
the detention of the defendants in such proceedings and there is thus no authority 
for bail. 

The Matles case in the Eastern District of New York has already been set for 
trial and efforts are being made to have it placed at the head of the nonjury civil 
calendar for the October term. It will be personally presented by the chief of 
the criminal division of that district. The Lustig, Radzie, and Weinstock cases 
will be restored to the trial calendar of the Southern District of New York as soon 
as possible. You may rest assured that the Department is taking all possible 
steps to expedite the denaturalization and deportation of these individuals and 
of all others in the same position. 

Sincerely, 
WARREN OLNey III, 
Acting Deputy Attorney General. 


JULY 2, 1956. 
Hon. JoHN Foster DULLES, 


The Secretary of State, 
Department of State, Washington, D. C. 


DearR Mr. SECRETARY: On June 29, 1956, Seweryn Bialer testified before the 
Senate Internal Security Subcommittee in connection with the recent riots in 
Poznan, Poland. As you know, Mr. Bialer was, until January 31 of this year, a 
member of the Central Committee of the Polish Communist Party, specializing 
in anti-Western and anti-American propaganda. 

Enclosed herewith, for your information, is a copy of the transcript of Mr. 
Bialer’s testimony, setting forth important evidence concerning recent events 
in Poland. As his testimony shows, the Polish Communist leaders have been 
forced to permit a certain liberalization of conditions; and it is this, he states, 
which unleashed the forces that caused the Poznan uprising. 

I particularly call your attention to the following colloquy near the close 
of Mr. Bialer’s testimony (pp. 3413-3415) : 

“Mr. Morris. Mr. Bialer, could you tell us what you feel the United States 
policies would be now with respect to this expressed desire on the part of the 
Polish people to gain their liberation from control? 

“Mr. Bracer. First of all, sir, I believe that the most important thing in this 
field is this: Let the American people convince the Polish people first that they 
sympathize with them; and secondly, that the Americans will never reconcile 
themselves with the loss of freedom in Poland. 

“Mr. Morris. Let the American people know that they sympathize with the 
Polish people and that they will never reconcile themselves to the loss of freedom 
on the part of the Polish people? 

“Mr. BIALeR. Let the Polish people know it. 

“Mr. Morris. Let the Polish people know that the Americans sympathize with 
their feeling that they will never reconcile themselves to the loss of their 
freedom? 

“Mr. Braver. I want to stress very, very strongly this fact. The Polish 
Communist Party and the Polish Communist regime are doing everything pos- 
sible to silence the Western world and the Americans, not to let them—to stop 
them—saying the truth about the situation in Poland. 

“Mr. Morris. The Communist leaders are doing everything possible in order 
to cause the leaders of the West and the people of the West not to express 
themselves on these subjects? 

“Mr. Braver. Yes; to such a degree that I would put it in such a slogan— 
it amounts to this: The Communist leaders in Poland are saying to the Western 
World, very smartly, very cleverly, “Don’t you criticize us in your radios and 
we will not jam your broadcasts.” 

“Mr. Morris. Should we continue to criticize them? 

“Mr. Bracer, Naturally, if we stop the campaign of criticizing them and reveal- 
ing the truth, this would mean a great help to them in their oppression of the 
Polish people. 

“Mr. Morris. And therefore, that is—a policy which would cause us to soften 
our criticism of the Polish overlords would be a bad policy for us to pursue? 


| 
| 
| 
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“Mr. BIAter. I think that such a policy would be a very terrible policy as far 
as the Polish people are concerned, and in consequence would be a bad policy 
for the United States.” 

I have taken the liberty of setting forth this particular portion of Mr. Bialer’s 
testimony, because I believe it sheds important light upon an issue of policy 
concerning which there has been a great deal of debate in recent months. 

On all sides we hear it said nowadays, that America should take the lead in 
“relaxing international tensions,” as a means of promoting the goal of world 
peace. To this end, it has been suggested that the United States should modify 
the tone of its broadcasts to the cuptive nations of Eastern Europe, to avoid 
giving any possible offense to the Communist overlords of those areas. Mr. 
Bialer’s testimony serves to emphasize how ill-advised such a course would be 
and what dreadful consequences it might have, both for the Polish people and 
for the United States. 

I therefore express the hope, Mr. Secretary, that nothing will deter this 
country from speaking with fearless candor to the oppressed populations behind 
the Iron Curtain. Only from us can they hear the truth, and only the truth 
can make them free. 

Sincerely yours, 
JAMES Q. EASTLAND, 
Chairman, Internal Security Subcommittee 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, July 5, 1956. 
Hon. JAMES O. EASTLAND, 
Chairman, Internal Security Subcommittee, 
United States Senate. 

Dear SENATOR EASTLAND: Thank you for your letter of June 18, 1956, supple- 
mented by your letter of June 20, 1956, addressed to the Secretary. 

The Department was aware of the identity of the two Soviet nationals referred 
to by Michael Shatov during the course of a hearing before the Internal Security 
Subcommittee on June 13, 1956, and had initiated an inquiry into their alleged 
redefection activities. 

The Department is reviewing the Shatov testimony, together with other relevant 
information which it has received . 

Sincerely yours, 
Rosert C. HI, 
Assistant Secretary. 


JuLy 3, 1956. 
Hon. JoHn Foster DULLES, 
Secretary of State, The State Department, 
Washington, D. C. 

Note in Tuesday’s Washington Evening Star a report that Assistant Soviet 
Military Attaché Col. Ivan Bubchikov was expelled from this country on June 
24 on the ground for espionage. Please furnish particulars of Bubchikov’s activ- 
ities for inclusion in the record of the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee in 
connection with its investigation into scope of Soviet activity in the United States. 

JAMES QO. EASTLAND, 
Chairman, Senate Internal Security Subcommittee. 


Jury 5, 1956. 
Hon. WALTER F. GEorGE, 
Chairman, Foreign Relations Committee, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: The Honorable William C. Wentworth, Member of the 
Australian Parliament and member of the Parliamentary Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee, has transmitted the enclosed cable to Robert Morris, chief counsel of the 
Senate Internal Security Subcommittee. Inasmuch as it bears on matters related 
to our foreign policy, I am transmitting herewith a copy of this cable, with the 
request that you place it before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. 

The Australian Parliamentary Affairs Committee is made up of 13 members. 
The fact that 12 of these members have signed the within cable would indicate that 
their sentiments represent committee thinking. 

Very sincerely yours, 
JAMES O. EASTLAND, 
Chairman, Internal Security Subcommittee. 
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[Telegram] 


Sypney, AUSTRALIA, July 8, 1956. 
ROBERT Morris, 
Chief Counsel, Committee on the Judiciary, 
United States Senate, Washington: 


Twelve members of Parliamentary Foreign Affairs Committee including myself 
have signed the following statement for press. Statement begins “the massacres 
and mass arrest in Poznan show that Poland is still a police state whose people 
are kept in subjection to totalitarian terror. 

“Public comment from Communist leaders in other Soviet satellites to the 
effect that the Polish uprising proved the need for greater party vigilance is at 
least an indication that this is still the normal method of government throughout 
the Communist world. 

“The new leaders in the Kremlin now profess penitence for the misdeeds of the 
criminal Stalin. It should be remembered that Stalin’s greatest crimes were 
committed not against the Russian people but against neighboring free people, 
particularly Poland, who were enslaved by force of Russian arms and have been 
kept in subjection by violence and electoral fraud. 

“The Kremlin confessions regarding Stalin’s activities constitute new evidence 
justifying the reopening of the Polish case of 1945. 

“Surely there is some international organization which will support the 
principle of free and properly supervised elections in Poland. 

“The Poznan uprising proves—if any further proof were needed—that there 
are still Poles who are willing to sacrifice their lives for their nation. 

“The free world should not sit on the sideline while the unctiously penitent men 
in the Kremlin proceed to repeat Stalin’s crimes of 1945 and apply the jackboot 
to Poland once again. 

“We must protest against Communist methods and develop our protest into 
an effective demand for free elections in Poland. 

“Meanwhile the press and radio of the world should not relax its efforts to 
expose the administrative and judicial terror being employed against the Polish 
people. 

“We should demand the fullest and most factual account of the happening and 
if press correspondents are denied freedom of movement in Poland and freedom 
of access to the accused the world should know about it and protest accordingly. 

“The methods adopted by the Communist authorities in Poznan throw a lurid 
light on the insincerity of the Kremlin much advertised change of heart.” 


WENTWORTH. 
Mr. Morris. There is one other thing. We have to set a return date 
for the testimony of John Steuben, Charles Keith, Sam Madell, 


Charles Irving Velson, when we are able to effect service on the last 
person. 


Senator Jenner. All right. 
The committee is adjourned. 
(Whereupon at 12 noon the subcommittee adjourned.) 
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Communism on the Waterfront 





THURSDAY, JULY 12, 1956 


Unirep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE T’o INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL SECURITY 
Act AND OrHer INTERNAL Securiry Laws 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 11:40 a. m., in room 
457, Senate Office Building, Senator William E. Jenner presiding. 

Present: Senator Jenner. ; 

Also present: Robert Morris, chief counsel; William A. Rusher, 
administrative counsel; Benjamin Mandel, director of research; 
Frank Schroeder, chief investigator ; and Edw ard Duffy, investigator. 

Senator JENNER. The hearing will come to order. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, the subject of today’s hearing will be 
the possible extent of Soviet activity on the New York waterfront. 

Several weeks ago we heard testimony—we had testimony from 
Victor Riesel and John Lautner. Victor Riesel testified that Harry 
Bridges has considerable control of the San Francisco waterfront 
and the Honolulu water front, and that he is making efforts to organize 
on the New York City waterfront and in New Orleans. 

John Lautner, having been a former official of the Communist Party, 
gave us extensive evidence about Communists who are active on the 
waterfront. On other things, he testified that Communists were able 
to have access to all the intimate details of shipping, transportation, 
cargo import and export from the port of New York. 

The third witness last week was Jeff Kibre. Jeff Kibre is the Wash- 
ington representative of the ILWU, which is Mr. Bridges’ union. 
Mr. Kibre described his assignment with the ILWU here in Wash- 
ington, and when we asked him whether or not he was presently a 
member of the Communist Party he invoked his privilege of the fifth 
amendment. 

Senator, this morning we are prepared to continue these hearings, 
and we have subpenaed five witnesses. One witness, John Steuben, 
has not appeared and has sent a doctor’s certificate. John Lautner 
has testified that John Steuben has been one of the leading Commu- 
nists who are active on the New York waterfront. He will not be able 
to testify here this morning, but the other four persons subpenaed 
are now here and will testify. 


1The medical report on Mr. Steuben appears at the conclusion of the day’s hearing. 
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Senator Jenner. We will proceed. Call the first witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Velson. Is Mr. Velson here? 

Senator Jenner. Mr. Velson, will you take the witness stand at the 
end of this table. Will you be sworn to testify ? 

Mr. Matament. Mr. Chairman, may we have an understanding that 
my client doesn’t want his picture taken, and I think he should have 
been consulted about this. I thought it was the understanding that 
we would be consulted before pictures could be taken. 

Senator Jenner. I had no understanding of that kind, and it is 
perfectly all right if the witness does not want his picture taken while 
he is testifying. If you so wish, he will not have his picture taken. 

Will you swear that the testimony given in this hearing will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Vetson. I do. 

Senator Jenner. We are ready to proceed. Proceed, Mr. Morris. 


TESTIMONY OF IRVING CHARLES VELSON, BROOKLYN, N. Y., AC- 
COMPANIED BY EDWARD J. MALAMENT, HIS ATTORNEY 


Mr. Morris. Will you give your full name and address to the re- 
porter. 

Mr. Vetson. Irving Charles Velson, 1798 Bedford Avenue, Brook- 
lyn, N. Y. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Velson, what is your occupation ? 

Mr. Vetson. [ama representative of the International Longshore- 
men and Warehousemen’s Union. 

Mr. Morris. What is your title in the International Longshore- 
men’s and Warehousemen’s Union? 

Mr. Vetson. Representative. 

Mr. Morris. Now, will you describe your duties as representative of 
the ILWU ? 

Mr. Vetson. My duties as representative of the ILWU are to keep 
the officers of the union informed as to the activities of the Waterfront 
Commission of New York Harbor, as to its interference with collective 
bargaining, its discrimination and refusal of employment of individ- 
ual longshoremen, its interfering with hiring, and to keep our union 
informed on any new technical developments in the way of loading 
practices and new methods of operation 

Mr. Morris. Speak up a bit more. That is not a public address sys- 
tem, by the way. 

Mr. Vetson. Yes, sure. 

(Continuing :) And to generally keep our officers advised as to what 
the commission is doing in the way of its relationship to individuals, 
the activities of various steamship companies, and their relationship 
to the waterfront commission, the effect of the waterfront commission 
on loadings and arrivals and loss of cargo to other ports, the effect of 
the tax on particular types of cargo which may have been diverted 
to other places, and matters of that sort. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you are really more of a reporter than 
anything else, reporting back to the ILWU as to what is going on in 
New York? 

Mr. Vetson. I would say that I am an observer for the ILWU on 
things around New York. 
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Mr. Morris. And what you observe, you report to Mr. Bridges, do 
you not? 

Mr. Vetson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, when did you last see Mr. Bridges ¢ 

Mr. Vetson. I last saw Mr. Bridges about 2 or 3 weeks ago. 

Mr. Morris. And where did you meet him on that occasion ? 

Mr. Vetson. I met him at the headquarters of the ILWU in San 
Francisco. 

Mr. Morris. And what did you report to him at that time? 

Mr. Vetson. We discussed one question that - union was very, 
very much concerned with, and that was the new type of spardeck 
tanker which carried loaded trailers. There are bees forty-odd 
ships, either cbilinhitted for or under construction, which will now 

carry cargo in containers, as against individual items in the hold, and 
our union was very much concerned about how this particular method 
of operation worked, how many men were involved, what loss of man- 
power there was as "regards previous methods of loading, what the 
method of operation was, what type of machinery was used, and they 
are very, very much interested in this service whic h is already in effect 
between New York and Houston, and when it is introduced, it will 
have a very direct bearing on the work opportunities of the member- 
ship of our union on the Pacific coast and in Hawaii. 

Mr. Morris. Do you deal with the waterfront commissioners or 
members of the staff of the waterfront commission ? 
with them direct ? 

Mr. Vetson. Would you repeat that ? 

Mr. Morris. Do you have any personal dealings with the commis- 
sioners of the New York Waterfront Commission or 
any employees thereof ? 

Mr. Vetson. No; I do not. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, your observations of the waterfront 
commission’s activities are at a distance ? 

Mr. Vetson. Well, I wouldn’t say they are at a distance. I would 
say that by talking with individual longshoremen and peo ple in the 
union, they are very close to the heart of the waterfront commission’s 
operé ation. 

Mr. Morris. I see. But you do learn about the waterfront com- 
mission from somebody between yourself and the commission 

Mr. Vetson. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. You do not deal with them directly; you do not learn 
firsthand what they do? 

Mr. Vetson. I think I learn very firsthand, Judge. I think that 
the people who are affected by the activity of this commission, where 
they interfere with the daily routine of a longshoreman’s life, and there 
is always a possibility—there was talk of such a commission being 
set up out on the Pacific coast. That is our concern primarily, how it 
affects the individual workingman. And I think I get 
the horse’s mouth. 

Mr. Morris. Now, when were you hired first by the ILWU? 

Mr. Vetson. In September of 1954. 


Mr. Morris. I see. Now, who hired you? 
hire you? 


Do you deal 


any members, 


it right from 


Did Bridges personally 
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Mr. Vetson. No. I was hired by the organizing committee, which 
consists of—not the organizing commitee. “T was hired by the officers 
of the union. 

Mr. Morris. Who, specifically, hired you? 

Mr. Vetson. Mr. Robertson. 

Mr. Morris. Who is he? Identify him for the record. 

Mr. Vetson. He is the first vice president of the ILWU. 

Mr. Morris. And you had personal negotiations with him, which 
terminated with your being retained ? 

Mr. Vexson. He asked me if I would work for the ILWU, through 
mail, 

Mr. Morris. How long have you known Harry Bridges? 

Mr. Vetson. Well, I ‘think T first met him in 1942 at a CIO con- 
vention, or 1943. Iam not quite certain. 

Mr. Morris. And you have seen him and met with him and conversed 
with him in the intervening time ? 

Mr. Vetson. Would you repeat that? 

Mr. Morris. You have seen him and met with him and conversed 
with him from time to time in the intervening years ? 

Mr. Vetson. No. I didn’t see him—shortly before—I don’t think 
I saw Mr. Bridges until shortly before I went to work for the ILWU. 

Mr. Morris. Now, do you know a man named Roy Hudson, who has 
been identified as an important Communist labor leader ? 

Mr. Veuson. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. You won’t tell us when you last saw Mr. Hudson? 

Mr. Vexson. Beg pardon ? 

Mr. Morris. When did you last see Roy Hudson ? 

Mr. Vetson. I have already answered that question. 

Mr. Morris. What is your answer ? 

Mr. Vetson. My answer is I declined—I had previously declined 
to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Now, have you ever done any longshore organizing, 
longshoreman organizing? Have you organized longshor emen at any 
time ¢ 

Mr. Vetson. I have never organized longshoremen into the ILWU. 

Mr. Morris. Have you done any organizational work other than the 
activity that you have described here on the east coast ? 

Mr. Verson. I have done no organizing for the ILWU. We are 
also—since I was originally appointed, we are very much interested in 
getting passed the Longshoremen’ s and Harbor Workers’ Compensa- 
tion Act, which pr ovides for an increase in compensation pay for dis- 
abled, injured longshoremen, who are injured on the ship itself, which 
comes under the Fe ederal law. We have been very active in that. We 
have been—our position on other matters of maritime interest, we are 
very much interested in the revival of intercoastal trade bec ause we 
have lost thousands of jobs to other forms of transportation because 
there was no agreement as between the two coasts as to how intercoastal 
trade can be used. We have also—— 

Mr. Mornis. Tell me this 

Mr. Vextson. We have also been very much concerned in this connec- 
tion with a reduction in Panama Canal tolls, so that the subsidy which 
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the trucking people get as a result of free use of the highways is at 
least in some way comparable to intercoastal shipping. | 

There are many matters along that line that we have an interest 1. 

From time to time, if the officers ask me to find out about it, I do my 
best to try and advise them. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever been on the payroll of the International 
Longshoremen’s Association, independent ‘ 

Mr. Vetson. No,sir. Absolute falsehood. 

Mr. Morris. Have you had any dealings with the ILA through 
their officers or officials ? 

Mr. Vetson. Yes. [have talked to ILA officers. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a gentleman named Teddy Gleason ¢ 

Mr. Vetson. I do. 

Mr. Morris. Who is Teddy Gleason ? 

Mr. Vetson. Well, Teddy Gleason is the general organizer of the 
ILA. 

Mr. Morris. Do you see him from time to time; do you know ¢ 

Mr. Vetson. I do. 

Mr. Morris. Do you work in conjunction with him in any organi- 
zational work ? 

Mr. Vetson. No. 

I have had occasion to talk to Mr. Gleason many times. I might 
have some information that I feel I am not certain about and I might 
ask—I would ask him if he knows if such-and-such is true. I have 
talked to him about the Longshoremen and Harbor Workers’ Compen- 
sation Act, and other matters. 

Mr. Morris. Do you derive any of the information that you report 
back to Mr. Bridges from Mr. Gleason? Is he one of the sources 
that you have told us about ? 

Mr. Vetson. No. 

I would say that Mr. Gleason—no, he wouldn’t be any source, par- 
ticularly. I might ask him if such-and-such is true. 

Mr. Morris. And then if he tells you—— 

Mr. Vetson. Of course, you hear all sorts of rumors. 

Mr. Morris. If he tells you such-and-such a thing is true, then do 
you report that fact back to Bridges and the other officials? 

Mr. Vetson. I look around and I[ try not to report anything. 

Mr. Morris. He is one of your sources ? 

Mr. Vetson. I talk with him. 

Mr. Morris. And you do see him regularly ; do you not ? 

Mr. Vetson. No special regularity. I might see him twice in 1 week 
and might not see him for 2 or 3 weeks. 

Mr. Morris. When did you last see him ? 

Mr. Vetson. About a week or 10 days ago. 

Mr. Morris. Now, what was the occasion of your meeting him a 
week or 10 days ago? 

Mr. Vetson. Our union had—I had returned from San Francisco 
and one of the things that our union was undertaking in connection 
with its current negotiations with the Pacific Maritime Association 
was a reduction in the hours of work from 9 to 8 hours, with the same 
take-home pay, and this, of course, especially in view of the fact that 
many of our members are older men, would be a tremendous boon to 
them, and I thought that the fellows in New York, in the ILA, would 
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be interested, because if that comes about, it means that our hourly rate 
will go up to $2.67 an hour. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Velson, do you have an office? 

Mr. Vetson. No. 

Mr. Morris. Do you use the office of the United Electrical, Radio, 
and Machine Workers at all for your activities? 

Mr. Vetson. I go there occasionally, but I don’t use it as an office. 
My office is in my home. 

Mr. Morris. How often do you go to the oflice of the United Elec- 
trical, Radio, and Machine Workers Union ? 

Mr. Vetson. I don’t recall. I haven’t been there in 3 or 4 weeks. 

Mr. Morris. Who were the personalities there that yoy visit, when 
you do go there? Will you describe where this office is, the DERMW 
office ? 

Mr. Vetson. 11 East 51st Street. 

Mr. Morris. And whom do you see there when you go there ? 

Mr. Vetson. Excuse me. 

Well, I generally go there to use a typewriter, occasionally, if I want 
to get something typed without going home to Brooklyn. 

Mr. Morris. That was not answering the question. Whom do you 
see? What personalities, individuals? 

Mr. Vetson. I don’t go there to talk to anybody, but anybody I 
know who I meet there I talk to them. 

Mr. Morris. Who runs the office at 11 East 51st? Who is the head ? 

Mr. Vetson. Mr. Fitzgerald is. 

Mr. Morris. He is not operationally in charge of that office, is he? 
He is not president? Does he have an office there ? 

Mr. Vexson. Yes; he has an office. 

Mr. Morris. Do yousee him from time to time ? 

Mr. Vexson. I have seen him; talked to him. 

Mr. Morris. Who else have you seen there ? 

Mr. Vetson. I say—I have seen—I don’t recall everybody I have 
met there, but I have run into the officers there occasionally. They 
haven’t been—mostly secretarial people that I see there. Some of 
them—I don’t even recall their names. 

Mr. Morris. Well, Mr. Velson, do you come to Washington from 
time to time ? 

Mr. Vetson. Very rarely. 

Mr. Morris. For what purpose do you come to Washington ? 

Mr. Vetson. Well, generally when there is a hearing on some matter 
of interest to our union I come. 

Mr. Morris. Did you come here in connection with the hearings of 
the Bonner committee ? 

Mr. Vetson. Not all of them; some of them. I have attended some 
of them. 

Mr. Morris. Did you take up the affairs of the ILWU with the 
Bonner committee ¢ 

Mr. Vetson. I did not. 

Mr. Morris. You left that 

Mr. Vetson. I have never taken up any affairs of the ILWU with 
any committee. I merely am an observer. I am not an official; I am 
not a policymaker of any kind. The officers handle all that stuff— 
Mr. Bridges. . 





GRR er ae eterno UE 
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Mr. Morris. Do you see Mr. Jeff Kibre, who is your Washington 
representative ? 

{r. Vetson. I generally always do. 

Mr. Morris. You exchange information with him, and he exchanges 
information with you, and | you discuss with him the work of ILWU 
as it relates to New York and Washington ? 

Mr. Vetson. Well, we talk about m: atters of mutual interest. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Velson, were you born in New York City on 
June 13, 1913? 

Mr. Veuson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Was "Ruth Young your former wife? 

Mr. Vetson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And that marriage terminated in divorce, did it not? 

Mr. Vetson. It did. 

Mr. Morris. And your present wife’s maiden name is Evelyn 
Minsky ? 

Mr. Vetson. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. And now, have you been—are you now a member of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Vetson. I decline to answer that q uestion on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Now, in the 1930’s were you the national military di- 
rector of the young Communist League / 

Mr. Vetson. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. That is, privilege under the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Vetson. Right. 

Mr. Morris. Were you known on the New York waterfront as 
Charlie Wilson, ever known as Charlie Wilson ? 

Mr. Vetson. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morrts. Were you ever known as Shavey Wilson ? 

Mr. Vetson. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been president of an organization called the 
Apprentice Association 

Mr. Vetson. I think I was secretary. 

Mr. Morris. You still are secretary ? 

Mr. Vetson. No. I haven’t been an apprentice for 25 years. 

Mr. Morris. I thought you said “I am.’ 

Mr. Vetson. I think I was secretary. I don’t recall being presi- 
dent, but I may have been. That was 25 years ago. 

Mr. Morris. Will you describe what the Apprentice Association 
was? 

Mr. Vetson. The Apprentice Association was all the apprentices 
who worked in the Navy Yard, of which I was one. 

Mr. Morris. You organized them ? 

Mr. Veuson. No. It was organized before I ever came to work 
there. 

Mr. Morris. I see. 

Have you done any organizing whatever in the Brooklyn Navy 
Yard ? 

Mr. Vetson. Well, I organized at least 10 local unions of the Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor among various crafts there who were unor- 
ganized. 

Mr. Morris. You say in the Brooklyn Navy Yard? 
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Mr. Verson. Various crafts in the Brooklyn Navy Yard who were 
unorganized. 

Mr. Morris. I wonder if you could tell us briefly how you carried 
on that work, just briefly. “Tell us what you did, and how you did 
it. Were you working there at the time ? 

Mr. Vetson. I was working there. I served my apprenticeship 
there. 

Mr. Morris. What year was that ? 

Mr. Vetson. 1930 or 1931. I don’t quite recall the time. I became 
a journeyman. 

Mr. Morris. You did organize AFL unions who were unorganized 
in the 1930's? 

Mr. Vetson. Well, the union I belonged to, I think had been in 
existence for 40 or 50 years before I ever came there. 

Mr. Morris. Yousay you did organize— 

Mr. Vetson. I organized some unions, some crafts that were not 
organized. The wage scale in the Navy Yard at that time was sub- 
stantially below comparable wages paid in private industry. 

As a matter of fact, when I was an apprentice under Mr. Hoover, 
we got a wage cut to $9 a week. 

Mr. Morris. Under Mr. Hoover? 

Mr. Vevson. Herbert Hoover. Do you remember him ? 

Mr. Morris. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Vetson. A long time ago. We got $9 a week. No way to live, 
and we wanted to get a little more money, so we organized. That was 
the apprentices. Then the wage scale for the journeyman was so far 
below comparable wages paid in private industry that we tried to get 
our wages increased to comparable wages paid for similar crafts in 
other fields of work. That was a long drawn-out proposition. The 
organization—— 

Mr. Morris. How long did you carry on that work in the Brook- 
lyn Navy Yard ? 

Mr. Vetson. A couple of years, I guess. 

Mr. Morrts. Didn’t your work carry on into the early 1940's, the 
first part of the war? 

Mr. Vreuson. Yes, I believe it did. We got—I got in the hair of the 
officials, the navy yard officials down there, because we were pressing 
very, very hard on this thing and we were extremely unpopular. 

Mr. Morrts. Well, were you at that time a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Verson. I think I have already said that I decline to answer 
whether I was a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Morris. You said you decline to answer whether you are pres- 
ently one. The question is: Were you a member of the Communist 
Party when you were organizing workers at the Brooklyn Navy Yard 
during the 1930’s and during the early part of the war? 

Mr. Verson. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a Communist when you were holding the 
position which you recall was secretary of the apprentice association, 
which was—— 

Mr. Verson. The answer is the same, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. You will not tell us? 

Mr. Vetson. No. 
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Senator JENNER. Same answer; fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Vetson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Was there any kind of a security action taken in con- 
junction with the Navy Intelligence about your being denied access 
to the Brooklyn Navy Yard? 

Mr. Vetson. I was fired after we put on this wage campaign. They 
unloaded me fast. 

Mr. Morris. Did that dismissal have anything to do with security ? 

Mr. Vetson. Let me—I was fired after we put on this wage cam- 
paign. They said I had given them—I forget the exact details, but 
we really got in their hair organizing these locals, and tried to get more 
money, so they unloaded me. 

Mr. Morris. Now, in 1943 you were a member of the executive board 
of the Greater New York Industrial Union Council, were you not? 

Mr. Vetson. Not in 1943. 

Mr. Morris. January 8, 1943 ? 

Mr. Vetson. Excuse me. I don’t recall. I think I was a member 
later on, Mr. Morris, but I don’t think I was a member at that time. 
I may have been, but I am not positive. 

Mr. Morris. What union did you represent? 

Mr. Verson. I represented the Industrial Union of Marine and Ship- 
building Workers. I was president of the port of New York district. 

Mr. Morris. Saul Mills was the person running the Greater New 
York Industrial at that time ? 

Mr. Vetson. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Did you frequently meet with Saul Mills? 

Mr. Vetson. Very rarely. I don’t think our local union was affili- 
ated until much later. I may be mistaken, but I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. During this period, were you in frequent contact with 
Roy Hudson, the Communist Party functionary I asked you about 
before, this period of 1943-44, when you were on the exec utive board 
of the Greater New York Industrial Union Council? 

Mr. Vetson. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Now, do you have any security clearance to move about, 
to have access to the waterfront, move on the waterfront ? 

Mr. Vetson. I don’t work on the waterfront. I don’t think you 
need any clearance, as far as I know, to go down—— 

Mr. Morris. You mean, it is unnecessary ? 

Mr. Vexson. I don’t work—go on any piers. 

Mr. Morris. You don’t have to have Coast Guard clearance for your 
activity ? 

Mr. Vetson. I don’t get any closer to the waterfront than maybe 
4 or 5 blocks away. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know anything about this regulation of the 
Coast Guard, security regulations for the Coast Guard, as to who 
would have access to the waterfront? There have been some reports. 
Does that come within the scope of your work ? 

Mr. Verson. Repeat that, please. I don’t get your question. 

Mr. Morris. Do you have e any experience whatever, or know any- 
thing about the Coast Guard requirements for securing people who 
will have access to the waterfront, who will work on the waterfront ? 

Mr. Vetson. I don’t have access to the waterfront. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know anything about it? 
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Mr. Vetson. I know that there are some regulations, some of which 
I understand have been dumped by the circuit court of appeals. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been working before against these regula- 
tions in any way ? 

Mr. Vexson. That isn’t part of my activity. I haven’t taken any 
part, one way or the other, in it. f 

Mr. Morris. We have testimony from Mr. Louis Budenz, who used 
to be one of the editors of the Daily Worker, in executive session testi- 
mony, that you were working in the Communist underground section 
of the Communist Party with Alexander Stevens, who was also known 
as J. Peters. 

Did you ever know J. Peters? 

Mr. Vetson. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever do any organizational work for Alex- 
ander Stevens, otherwise known as J. Peters? 

Mr. Verson. You are going too fast. Will you repeat that? 

Mr. Morris. Will the reporter read back the question ? 

(Question read.) 

Mr. Vexson. I didn’t get it. 

Senator Jenner. Did you ever do any organizational work for 
Alexander Stevens, otherwise known as J. Peters? 

Mr. Vetson. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I think Mr. Budenz’ testimony on this point, 
if not in our record at this point, I wonder if I may have permission to 
put it in the record. 

Senator Jenner. It may go in the record. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Connors, staff member of the Internal Security 
Subcommittee, on August 23, 1951, was examining Mr. Budenz, and 
the colloquy is as follows: 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Budenz, is it not correct that Alexander Stevens, otherwise 
known as J. Peters, for a time controlled the underground section of the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Bupenz. Yes, he decisively did. He described himself to me, and I so 
swore at his trial for deportation, that he was the liaison officer between the 
Communist international apparatus in this country and the Soviet Secret Police. 
In other words, he was the channel of clearance for espionage activities. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Budenz, within your recollection of Mr. Velson and Mr. 
Stevens, is there any point in common between the two men? 

Did they work closely together? 

Mr. BupENz. To my knowledge, Velson communicated with Peters and was 
under his direction for a period of time. I can't give you the period. I know 
that to be a fact. 

Now, did you ever work under the direction of Mr. Peters? 

Mr. Vetson. I have already answered that question. I declined to 
answer that question on the grounds of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you will not deny the testimony Mr. 
Budenz has given in the record ? 

Mr. Vetson. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment. I don’t think that constitutes affirmation or denial. 

Senator Jenner. All right. The witness will be excused. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Bershad. 

Mr. Bersuap. Mr. Chairman, before I am sworn, I request that there 
be no pictures taken while I am testifying. 
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Senator Jenner. While you are testifying there will be no pictures. 
It is all right for these gentlemen to take pictures prior to your 
testimony. 

Do you want to be sworn now ? 

Mr. Bersnap. Yes. 

Senator JENNER. Will you swear that the testimony given at this 
hearing will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God? 

Mr. Bersnap. I do. 

Senator JENNER. You may be seated. 

Proceed, Mr. Morris, with the questioning of the witness. 


TESTIMONY OF ABRAHAM J. BERSHAD, BROOKLYN, N. Y., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY LEONARD B. BOUDIN, HIS ATTORNEY 


Mr. Morris. Will you give your name and address to the reporter, 
Mr. Bershad ? 

Mr. Bersuap. My name is Abraham Joseph Bershad. 

Mr. Morris. Will you spell that? 

Mr. BersHap. B-e-r-s-h-a-d. 

Mr. Morris. And where do you reside? 

Mr. Bersnap. 386 Sixth Avenue, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Mr. Morris. And what is your occupation, Mr. Bershad ? 

Mr. Bersuap. I decline to answer that question under my constitu- 
tional rights, as guaranteed in the first amendment, and under my 
constitutional privileges, as guaranteed in the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. You mean, you will not even tell this committee what 
your occupation is? 

Mr. Bersuap. I have already answered that question. 

Mr. Morris. The question relates to now, sir. 

Senator Jenner. Let the record show that his refusal to answer 
on the first amendment is overruled, that his refusal to answer on the 
fifth amendment is recognized. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Velson has told us in executive session that 
he has met with you and conversed with you from time to time. Do 
you know Mr. Velson? 

Mr. Bersuap. I decline to answer that question under the grounds 
previously stated. 

Senator Jenner. Same record, Miss Reporter. 

Mr. Morris. Have you had any organizational activities on the 
New York waterfront’ 

Mr. Bersuap. I decline to answer that question under the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Now, I wonder if you could tell us, Mr. Bershad, when 
you were last on the New York waterfront. 

Mr. Bersnap. I decline to answer that question under the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been organizing Brooklyn longshoremen ? 

Mr. Bersuap. I decline to answer that question under the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. I would like to offer this witness a photograph wherein 
there are four people. May we show that to the witness? 

Do you appear in that photograph ? 
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Mr. Bersuap. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Well, your picture is right there; is it not? 

Mr. Bersuap. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Will you identify the other gentlemen whose pictures 
appear in that photograph ? 

Mr. Bersuap. I decline to answer that question under the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did you ever see the man on the left, the extreme 
left, the tall gentleman on the left ? 

Mr. Bersuap. I decline to answer that question under the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Well, he is a Brooklyn longshore organizer; is he not? 

Mr. Brrsuap. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Now, may I see that picture? Irving Velson appears 
in this picture; does he not? 

Mr. Brrsuap. I decline to answer that question under the previous 
grounds. 

Mr. Morris. I would like to call your attention to the fact that this 
is a picture of the last witness, Mr. Irving Velson. Mr. Jeff Kibre 
appears in this picture; does he not ? 

Mr. Bersuap. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. I would like to submit the picture here of Jeff Kibre, 
who is similar to the Jeff Kibre who appeared here before this com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Bershad, you are in the foreground of this; are you not? 

Mr. BersuAp. I have already declined to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. And you will not tell us what your experience or 
knowledge of the gentleman on the left, who has been described as 
a longshoreman organizer from Brooklyn? 

Mr. Bersuap. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may that photograph go into the rec- 
ord, just bearing on the answers given to the questions put to this 
particular witness ? 

Senator Jenner. It will go into the record, and become a part of 
the official record of this committee. 

(The photograph referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 290” and 
is reproduced below: ) 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Bershad, where were you born? 

Mr. Berswap. I was born in Brooklyn, N. Y., 

Mr. Morris. In what year? 

Mr. Brersuap. September 28, 1925. 

Mr. Morris. I wonder if you will tell us what your educational 
background has been. 

Mr. Bersuap. I went to Public School 100 in Brooklyn, and then 
when my family moved to lower Manhattan, I went to Public School 
65 and, I believe, Public School 20. Then I went to the High School 
of Music and Art in New York City. I went 2 years at Brooklyn 
College, and, as to any further educational experience, I decline to 
answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Senator JENNER. You went to the University of Michigan, didn’t 
you ? 

. Mr. Bersuap. I refuse to answer. 
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Exuisit No. 290 





Senator JENNER. You were a Communist at the University of Mich- 
igan; weren’t you? 
Mr. Brersuap. I refuse to answer, Mr. Chairman. 





Mr. Morris. Well, you were 

Senator JENNER. Just a moment. 

For the reason that your answer might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Bersuap. I didn’t hear that. 

Senator Jenner. For what reason do you refuse? 

Mr. Bersnmap. I refuse to answer under the grounds previously 
stated, my constitutional rights under the first amendment, and my 
constitutional privileges under the fifth amendment. 

Senator JENNER. Same record, Miss Reporter. Overruled as to 
the first amendment, recognized as to the fifth. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, our information here indicates that 
the gentleman named Abraham J. Bershad—and that is your name; 
is it not? 

Mr. Bersuap. Correct. 

Mr. Morris (continuing). Had been chairman of the Labor Youth 
League at Ann Arbor, Mich., in the 1950’s. 

Is that a fact? 

Mr. Bersuap. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Were you associated with Ralph Neafus, the Ralph 
Neafus Communist Club in Ann Arbor, Mich., in the year 1948% 

Mr. Bersuap. I decline to answer that question under the grounds 
previously given. 

Mr. Morris. In 1950, did you attend a State legislative meeting of 
the Labor Youth League, at Detroit, Mich. ? 
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Mr. Bersnap. I refuse to answer that question under the same 
grounds. :; 

Mr. Morris. In 1949, were you actively engaged in the affairs of 
the Civil Rights Congress ? 

Mr. Bersuap. I refuse to answer that question under the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Morris. In 1950, did you aid the Committee for Democratic 
Far Eastern Policy? 

Mr. Bersuap. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been organizing longshoremen in Brooklyn? 


Mr. Bersuap. I think I have already declined to answer that 
question. 


Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Ben Glazier? 

Mr. Bersnap. I decline to answer that question under the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Is Ben Glazier, to your knowledge, associated with the 


ILWU ? 

Mr. Bersuap. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Have you done any organizational work for a person 
named Tony Anastasia ? 

Mr. Brersuap. I decline to answer that question under the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. When did you last see Mr. Anastasia ? 

Mr. Berswap. I decline to answer that question under the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you applied for registration as a longshoreman 
with the Waterfront Commission ? 

Mr. Bersuap. I decline to answer that question under the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a longshoreman organizer named Joseph 
Banks? 

Mr. Brrsnap. I refuse to answer that question under the grounds 
previously given. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Bershad, do you have any clearance, Coast Guard 
clearance, to be active on the waterfront, to have access to the various 
waterfront activities? 

Mr. Bersuap. I decline to answer that question under the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. When did you last see Harry Bridges? 

Mr. Bersuap. I decline to answer that question under the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Are you now a Communist, Mr. Bershad ? 

Mr. Brersnap. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever handled any finances or any money for 
Harry Bridges? 

Mr. Bersuap. I decline to answer that question under the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I have no more questions. 

Senator Jenner. The witness will stand aside, be excused, 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Keith is the next witness, Senator. 

Senator Jenner. Are you ready to be sworn ? 
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Will you swear that the testimony given at this hearing will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 
Mr. Kerrn. I do. 


I request no pictures, and that the lights be turned off. 


TESTIMONY OF CHARLES L. KEITH, NEW YORK, N. Y., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY LEONARD B. BOUDIN, HIS ATTORNEY 


Senator Jenner. Proceed with the questioning of the witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Keith, I wonder if you will give your full name 
and address to the reporter. 

Mr. Kerru. Charles Lawrence Keith, 104 East 17th Street, New 
York City. 

Mr. Morris. And what is your present occupation, Mr. Keith? 

Mr. Kerru. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
fourth, fifth, and ninth amendments of the Constitution. 

Senator JenNeR. Let the record show that the witness’ refusal to 
answer under all the grounds stated with the exception of the fifth 
amendment will be overruled. 

Mr. Morris. When have you last been on the New York waterfront ? 

Mr. Kerr. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us whether you have had any direct or 
indirect relations with the Soviet Embassy ? 

Mr. Kerrn. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you received money, directly or indirectly, from 
the Soviet Embassy ? 

Mr. Kerrn. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Senator Jenner. Same record, Miss Reporter. 

Mr. Morris. Have you expended any money in the organizational 
activities on the New York waterfront / 

Mr. Kerru. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Chairman, John Lautner who testified here 
2 weeks ago, has sworn that the present witness here today was active 
in the New York waterfront of the Communist Party, to his knowl- 
edge, while Lautner was a Communist in the party. 

Do you know a man named John Lautner? 

Mr. Kerru. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Keith, you were an active Communist organizer 
in New York all during the war, were you not? 

Mr. Kerru. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Now, in 1946—— 

Senator Jenner. For the same reasons? 

Mr. Kerru. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. In 1946, you were formally expelled from the Com- 

1unist Party, were you not? 

Mr. Kerru. I decline to answer that question for the same reasons. 

Mr. Morris. There has been a notation to that effect in the Daily 
Worker. 

While the subcommittee doesn’t want to take any stock in the state- 
ments made therein, in the Daily Worker of April 5, 1948, you are 
listed as a renegade from the waterfront of the Communist Party. 


Were you expelled from the Communist Party, as the Daily Worker 
Says, in 1946? 
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Mr. Kerru. I decline to answer that question, Judge. 

Mr. Morris. Have you since made up with the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Kerru. Same declination, sir. 

Mr. Morris. You will not tell us whether you are now actively a 
member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Kerrn. I decline to.answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. When did you last see Harry Bridges? 

Mr. Kerru. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. I take it you are not going to tell us anything about 
your activity in the New York waterfront? 

Mr. Krrrn. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Morris. Where were you born ? 

Mr. Kerru. Rutland, Vt. 

Mr. Morris. When did you come to New York? 

Mr. Kerrn. About 35 years ago. 

Mr. Morris. Thirty-five years ago? 

Mr. Kerrn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And what has been your educational experience? 

Mr. Kerrn. Educated in New York City public schools and high 
school. 

Mr. Morris. And you will not tell us what job you have now? 

Mr. Kerrn. I decline to answer that question, Judge. 

Senator Jenner. If there are no further questions, the witness will 
be excused. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Morris. I made reference to an article in the Daily Worker. 
I would like to put that into the record for whatever evidentiary value 
it might have. 

Senator Jenner. It may go in the record and become part of the 
record. 

(The article appearing in the Daily Worker was marked “Exhibit 
No. 291” and reads as follows :) 


Exuisit No. 291 
[Daily Worker, April 5, 1948] 


List 15 RENEGADES FRoM WATERFRONT COMMUNIST PARTY 


The New York State board of the Communist Party yesterday released a list 
of dropped and expelled Communist Party members who are operating in the 
National Maritime Union to disrupt, through redbaiting, “all steps toward unity 
of the maritime unions whose contracts expire this June 15.” 

Working through a so-called rank-and-file caucus, the small band of renegades 
is aiding the enemies of the working class, said the Communist Party board. 
These individuals tried to cripple the waterfront section with factional fights, 
the board declared. Today they have found the logical end of the trail with 
“Trotzkyites, ACTU’ers, anti-Negro, anti-Semitic elements, FBI agents, and 
company stool pigeons,” the Communist Party said. 

The full statement follows: 

The New York State board of the Communist Party feels it necessary at this 
time to bring to the attention of the entire membership of the party and to 
workers everywhere, the wrecking antiunion, antiparty activities of a small 
band of renegades from the Communist Party. 

These renegades are today concentrating their activities among the maritime 
workers who are facing crucial struggles with the shipowners this June 15, and 
who face the combined attacks of the Government, the FBI, the shipowners and 
their agents who are out to destroy the powerful National Maritime Union as a 
progressive, militant rank-and-file union. 
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REDBAITING CAUCUS 


These renegades are carrying out their disruptive antiunion activities on the 
waterfront through a so-called rank-and-file caucus which has been conducting a 
vicious redbaiting attack upon all progressive maritime workers. The program 
of this caucus is to defeat all steps toward unity of the maritime unions whose 
contracts expire this June 15; to undermine the powerful Wallace and third 
party movements among the seamen; to sell to the maritime workers the im- 
perialist war policies of the Truman administration, especially the Marshall 
plan; and behind a whipped-up anti-Communist hysteria to capture the National 
Maritime Union for the shipowners. 

These renegades are the active leaders of this rank-and-file caucus which 
eonsists of an alliance of Trotzkyites, ACTU’ers, anti-Negro, anti-Semitic ele- 
ments, FBI agents, and company stool pigeons. These renegades, who a short 
time ago were members of the Communist Party find themselves perfectly at 
home with all these degenerate anti-working-class elements because they have 
become completely fused with them. They have found the logical end of their 
trail. 

Several years ago they started out as a factional grouping within the water- 
front section of the Communist Party. They carried on an unprincipled attack 
upon the party and its leadership. They fought for a policy of capitulating to 
the enemies of the party and the union. 


WEAKENED UNITY 


Through their disruptive actions within the waterfront section of the party 
they weakened the unity of the party in the face of vicious enemy attacks. It 
was merely a short step from this unprincipled factional campaign within the 
party to complete amalgamation with notorious enemies of the working class. 

Today they further attempt to mask their treachery through the publication of 
a newsletter called For n’ Aft and they have set up a maritime committee for a 
Communist Party. Some of them try to capitalize on the prestige of your party 
by still calling themselves Communists. They hope by this to deceive the 
workers. 

Some of these elements still attempt to maintain connections with honest 
workers and members of the Communist Party. It is for this reason, and 
especially because of the sharpness of the struggle, because of the increased 
attacks of the imperialist reaction upon the working class and our party using 
every weapon at their disposal that the State board feels it necessary at this 
time to reveal the names of these individuals. 

The list includes: 

M. Hedley Stone, dropped in 1945 

Jack Lawrenson, dropped in 1945 

Thomas Ray, dropped in 1945 

John Robinson, expelled in 1947 

David Drummond, dropped in 1946 

Charles Keith, expelled in 1946 

Joe Keller, expelled in 1947 

Bob Dupont, expelled in 1947 

Mrs. Evelyn Dupont, dropped in 1947, now working as secretary for the 
eaucus 

Adrian Duffy, dropped in 1945 

Harry Alexander, dropped in 1946 

Stanley Rose, dropped in 1946 

H. Warner, dropped in 1945 

James Drury, expelled in 1946 (west coast) 

Joseph Sands, expelled, October 1947 


Mr. Morris. The next witness is Sam Madell. 

Mr. Madell and counsel, Mr. Recht, come forward, please. 

Senator JENNER. Will you be sworn to testify ? 

Mr. Recut. He is sworn already. 

Mr. Morris. The Senator would like to have Mr. Madell sworn in 
open testimony. 

Senator JenneER. Will you swear that the testimony given at this 
hearing will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God? 
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I didn’t get your answer. 
Mr. Mapett. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF SAM MADELL, NEW YORK, N. Y., ACCOMPANIED 
BY CHARLES RECHT, HIS ATTORNEY 


Mr. Morris. You appear here by attorney today? You are appear- 

ing here with your attorney today? 
r. Mapve.u. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Recht, inasmuch as you haven’t been here now for 
some time, will you identify yourself for the record ? 

Mr. Recut. My name is Charles Recht. My office is at 10 East 40th 
Street, New York City; mailing address, New York Postal Zone 16. 
Mr. Morris. And you are appearing for Mr. Madell here today? 

Mr. Recut. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Thank you. 

Mr. Madell, John Lautner, in testifying here several weeks ago, 
identified you as a person who has been active in the New York water- 
front and as a person who has been a Communist. 

I wonder if you would tell us, Mr. Madell, what—can you give your 
address, by the way, to the reporter? 

Mr. Mapetu. My address is 222 West 23d Street, New York City. 

Mr. Morris. And what is your present occupation ? 

Mr. Mave... Carpenter. 

Mr. a Now, have you been a member of the Communist 
Part 

Mr. Mapetu. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently a Communist? 

Mr. Mapveu.. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Morris. Now, will you tell us the maiden name of your wife, 
Mr. Madell? 

Mr. Mapetu. Rosa L. Grapp. 

Mr. Morris. The subcommittee has received evidence that you have 
been active on the New York waterfront. Have you been active on 
the New York waterfront? 

Mr. Mapett. I refuse to answer, under the privilege of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever been the editor of Shape-Up, a publica- 
tion of the Communist Party, waterfront section of New York? 

Mr. Mapext. I refuse to answer, on the privilege of the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Morris. As to whether or not you were the editor of that pub- 
lication ? 

(Mr. Madell nods head affirmatively.) 

Mr. Morris. Has your wife been active in distributing films for 
Artkino, a Soviet film distributor? : 

Mr. Mapex. I decline to answer that on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Now, do you know Harry Bridges? Have you ever met 
Harry Bridges? 

Mr. Mapetu. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 
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Mr. Morris. Now, do you know a man named Joe Stack, who has 
been described to the committee as a long-time associate of Harry 
Bridges? 

Mr. Mapex. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment. 


Mr. Morris. Now, have you ever had any dealings, directly or in- 
directly, with the Soviet Embassy ? 


Mr. Mapett. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 


Mr. Morris. Have you ever received any money, directly or in- 
directly, from the Soviet Embassy ¢ 

Mr. Mave... I refuse to answer that on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment ? 

Mr. Morris. Have you specifically ever received any money from 
Charles Keith? 

Mr. Mape.x. Same answer. 


Mr. Morris. Well, will you tell us anything about your experiences 
on the New York waterfront? 


Mr. Mave... I refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth amend- 
ment. 


Mr. Morris. Will you tell us anything about your experiences with 
the publication Shape-Up? 

Mr. Mapetz. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions. 

Senator Jenner. The witness will be excused. 

Mr. Morris. May we put the following documents into the record ? 

Senator JenNeR. They may be incorporated as part of the record. 

(The documents referred to are as follows :) 


New York, N. Y., July 7, 1956. 
Hon. HERMAN WELKER, 


Senator from Idaho, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 


DraR SENATOR WELKER: My attention has just been called by my friend, 
Victor Lasky, consultant to the American Committee for Liberation from Bol- 
shevism, Inc., to the printed transcript of a hearing on March 8, 1956, before the 
Subcommittee To Investigate the Administration of the Internal Security Act 
and Other Internal Security Laws. Since you were the only Senator present at 
this hearing, I write to you to request your assistance in obtaining immediate 
correction of a harmful and inaccurate reference to me. 

On page 408 of the printed transcript, exhibit No. 168, headed “Government 
Employees Connected With the Committee for a Democratic Far Eastern Policy 
and Its Official Organ, Far East Spotlight,” the following item appears: 

“Bernstein, David: Former United States adviser to Philippine Government— 
Far East Spotlight, October 1947, page 7.” 

In inserting the entire list, Mr. Morris added the “caveat that it purports only 
to be a compilation made by Mr. Mandel, research director of the committee, 
in the course of trying to determine to what extent individuals connected with 
the United States Government have been associated with these publications and 
these organizations.” 

The fact is that I was never, in any way, connected or associated with these 
publications and these organizations. To the extent that I knew of their exist- 
ence at all I considered them then and now to be following the Communist Party 
line. 

If there was any reference to me by name on page 7 of the October 1947 issue 
of Far East Spotlight—and I myself was not aware of it at the time—I would 
judge by the date that it was a reference to or quotation from my book, the 
Philippine Story, which was published in September 1947. 





1654 SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 





This book is available to you at the Library of Congress. It was among the 
first publications to identify the Communist leadership of the Huks in the Philip- 
pines. Its conclusions are perhaps best summed up in one sentence on page 259: 
“Unless the basic economic and social problems of the Philippines are solved 
wisely and fairly, with our help, there will always be the danger that the archi- 
pelago will fall within the Soviet orbit—and we will awaken abruptly to our 
weakness in the very place where we have thought ourselves strong.” The book 
was not dignified with a review in the Daily Worker, so far as I know, but it was 
bitterly attacked in the Daily People’s World. And my magazine writing on 
the Philippines as well as on many other subjects, since long before October 1947, 
make it clear that my understanding of the Communist threat predates that of 
many professional latterday anti-Communists. 

Yet your subcommittee lists me as having been connected or associated with 
the Committee for a Democratic Far Eastern Policy and its official organ, Far 
East Spotlight. I suggest that this is hardly the way to protect the security of 
our country. I am sure you will agree that I am entitled to an apology and a 
retraction. And I look to you for advice on how best to obtain them. 

Incidentally, the reference to me as “former United States adviser to Philip- 
pine Government” is also inaccurate. During the years when I was an adviser 
to President Manuel L. Quezon and President Sergio Osmena, I was not in the 
employ of the United States Government but only of the Commonwealth of the 
Philippines. 

I would appreciate a prompt reply to this letter for a serious charge has been 
leveled against me and I like it no more than you would yourself if I were to 
describe you as having been connected or associated with Miss Maud Russell— 
for, after all, your name appears alongside hers many times in the committee 
print. 

Sincerely yours, 
Davip BERNSTEIN. 


JULY 10, 1956. 
Mr. Davip BERNSTEIN, 
New York, N.Y. 

DEAR Mr. BERNSTEIN: I have received a copy of your letter to Senator Welker, 
dated July 7, 1956. Your statement will be placed into the record at our next 
hearing. We are glad to make this correction of the record which was taken 
from the Far Eastern Survey of October 1947. 

Very truly yours, 
BENJAMIN MANDEL, 
Research Director, Internal Security Subcommittee. 





AMERICAN ARBITRATION ASSOCIATION, 
New York, N. Y., July 6, 1956. 
Hon. JAMES O. EASTLAND, 
Chairman, Internal Security Subcommittee, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. CO. 


Dear SENATOR EASTLAND: In accordance with your wire received this morning, 
enclosed is a copy of Mr. Corsi’s award in the American Newspaper Guild and 
New York Times case. 

If we can be of any further service, please do not hesitate to advise us. 

Cordially yours, : 


J. NOBLE BRADEN, 
Executive Vice President. 


AMERICAN ARBITRATION ASSOCIATION, ADMINISTRATOR 
VOLUNTARY LABOR ARBITRATION TRIBUNAL 


In the matter of the arbitration between American Newspaper Guild, AFL-CIO, 
Local 3, Newspaper Guild of New York and the New York Times Co. 


AWARD OF ABRITRATION 


I, the undersigned arbitrator, having been designated in accordance with the 
arbitration agreement entered into by the above-named parties, and dated 
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December 17, 1954, and having been duly sworn and having heard the proofs and 
allegations of the parties, award, as follows: 

The New York Times Co. was justified in dismissing Jack Shafer for just and 
reasonable cause in accordance with the provisions of the collective-bargaining 
agreement. 


Epwakrp P. Corsi, Arbitrator. 


JUNE —, 1956. 
STATE oF NEW YORK, 


County of New York, 8s: 


On this __ day of --__-- , 19__, before me personally came and appeared Edward 
P. Corsi, to me known to me to be the individual described in and who executed 
the foregoing instrument and he acknowledged to me that he executed the same. 

Case No. L—-16194-NY-L-38-56. 


AMERICAN ARBITRATION ASSOCIATION, ADMINISTRATOR 
VOLUNTARY LABOR ARBITRATION TRIBUNAL 


In the Matter of the Arbitration Between American Newspaper Guild, AFL-CIO, 
Local 3, Newspaper Guild of New York and the New York Times Co. 


L-16194—N Y-L-38-56 
OPINION 


This arbitration is between the Newspaper Guild of New York (hereinafter 
referred to as the guild) and the New York Times Co. (hereinafter referred 
to as the Times). 

It concerns the dismissal by the Times of one Shafer, a copyreader on the for- 
eign desk, and the demand of the guild that he be reinstated on the ground that 
the dismissal was in violation of the collective bargaining agreement between the 
Times and the guild. 

A hearing was held by the arbitrator at the offices of the American Arbitration 
Association on March 26, 1956, at which time the facts were reviewed and the 
position of the parties amply explored. 

Also briefs were filed by the parties supplementing the testimony at the hearing. 

The arbitrator finds that there is essential agreement on the facts, which, 
briefly, are as follows: 

The Times first employed Mr. Shafer in early 1949. His performance on the 
job was satisfactory. In addition to performing the duties of a copyreader, he 
acted as assistant night editor and on at least two occasions as night editor in 
charge. 

In describing the nature of his assignment, it was testified by representatives 
of the Times that Mr. Shafer not only read the copy of the foreign news reaching 
his desk but he edited it, often revised it, and wrote headlines for it. 

It was testified also that he was often the last member of the staff to pass upon 
items of foreign news before this news finally appeared in print. 

Acting in this capacity, it is obvious that Mr. Shafer had much influence in 
determining what items of news would be printed, where they would appear, and 
what headlines they would carry. 

It was generally agreed at the hearing before the arbitrator that the tasks 
assigned to Mr. Shafer on the Times involved the exercise of sound judgment and 
discretion in a high degree. 

Mr. Shafer enjoyed the full confidence of his superiors. 

On November 15, 1955, Mr. Turner Catledge, the managing editor of the Times, 
informed Mr. Shafer that he would be receiving a subpena to appear before the 
Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, popularly known as the Bastland com- 
mittee, and Mr. Catledge advised Mr. Shafer that upon receipt of the subpena he 
should relate to the Times what he knew to be the basis for his call by the Senate 
cominittee. 

After receiving the subpena, Mr. Shafer met with his attorney, Mr. Needleman, 
and then contacted Mr. Catledge who advised him to meet with Mr. Loeb, the 
legal representative of the Times. 

At a meeting of Messrs. Shafer, Needleman, and Loeb, on November 17, Mr. 
Shafer related that he had joined the Communist Party in 1940, had become 
inactive after 1941, reactivated his membership in 1946, and finally resigned in 
1949 before joining the staff of the Times. 
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Later in the day of the 17th, the Times top level management was apprised of 
Mr. Shafer’s earlier disclosures to Mr. Loeb. 

It was decided to dismiss Mr. Shafer, but first to afford him the opportunity of 
resigning. 

As an immediate step pending final action and because at the time Mr. Shafer 
was working on an important report of the Geneva Conference he was suspended. 

Mr. Needleman advised Mr. Loeb that Mr. Shafer would not resign. 

On the 2ist, Mr. Shafer was informed that the Times had decided to dismiss 
him effective immediately. 

Pursuant to the collective-bargaining agreement of November 1, 1954, the guild, 
as the bargaining representative of a number of Times employees, including Mr. 
Shafer, called for a grievance session to consider Mr. Shafer’s dismissal. 

With Mr. Shafer’s permission, the Times disclosed to the guild the grounds 
for the dismissal of Mr. Shafer. 

The grievance session ended without resolution. The guild then submitted 
the matter to arbitration in conformity with the collective agreement between the 
parties providing for arbitration in disputed matters of this sort. 

These, in a nutshell, are the facts. Now, what is the issue for arbitration? 

Aside from such considerations as burden of proof, due notice, etc., raised by 
the guild and which the arbitrator considers important but not decisive, the con- 
trolling question, it seems to him, is whether or not Mr. Shafer was dismissed in 
accordance with the provisions of the agreement between the parties and spe- 
cifically with article XI-2 of that agreement, which reads: 

“There shall be no dismissal except for good and sufficient cause.” 

In defense of its action in dismissing Mr. Shafer, the Times insists that Mr. 
Shafer’s membership in the Communist Party, his original membership in 1940 
and the reactivation of this membership in 1946, is, in view of his sensitive posi- 
tion on the staff (which involved the handling of news from the Communist 
countries of the world), a justifiable cause for loss of confidence which, in turn, 
is good and sufficient cause for the discharge of an employee in the type of sensi- 
tive job held by Mr. Shafer. 

It comments: 

“The employment clearly should end when there is good reason to believe that 
the employee lacks the requisite judgment and discretion. Nor should the result 
be any different merely because the employee’s past job performance has been 
unexceptional. In other words, if despite a satisfactory job performance, there 
nevertheless exist good and sufficient grounds for losing confidence in the em- 
ployee, there is good and sufficient cause for discharge.” 

The guild retorts: 

“Shafer’s dismissal by the Times was not for ‘good and sufficient cause,’ since 
the stated cause of ‘loss of confidence’ related exclusively to anticipated guilt 
rather than actual misconduct and was wholly subjective and unreviewable and 
a total negation of the contract right not to be dismissed summarily.” 

Further : 

“The basic vice of the phrase ‘loss of confidence’ as the Times uses it, is that 
it is put forth as a conclusion which is meant to stand unaided by supporting evi- 
dence. But clearly such an approach is not sufficient to justify a discharge. 
The times must also prove that its conclusions are reasonable ones.” 

In other words, “loss of confidence,” according to the guild, cannot be a sub- 
jective conclusion beyond evidentiary proof; on the contrary, it must be a con- 
clusion arrived at on the basis of specific instances of misbehavior themselves 
justifying the loss of confidence. 

These and other forceful arguments, ably presented by counsel for the parties, 
have had very serious consideration by the arbitrator, particularly the argument 
of the guild with reference to “loss of confidence” as a mere subjective reaction. 

In any ordinary case of dismissal involving this element of “loss of confidence,” 
the arbitrator should have no difficulty in finding for the dismissed employee if 
the loss of confidence were based on nothing more than an unreasonable antici- 
pation of future malperformance or nonperformance. 

Labor has every right to guard itself against the whims of employers whose 
decisions rest on mere subjective fears not grounded in objective reality. 

But this is not the case here. 

The Times’ loss of confidence in Mr. Shafer is not a loss of confidence in a 
vacuum. It is not unreasonable and arbitrary. It is not the mere whim of an 
unconscionable employer callous to the rights of his employees. On the con- 
trary, the Times’ loss of confidence in Mr. Shafer rests on a “reviewable fact”— 
Mr. Shafer’s identification with the Communist cause, his membership in the 
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party and the reactivation of that membership at a critical stage of our national 
life—which is not denied by the testimony of the guild and which bears directly 
and in a most telling manner on the sensitive job held by Mr. Shafer in the 
handling of Communist news. 

The arbitrator has been influenced greatly in his decision by the repeated 
affirmations of the Times, at the arbitrator’s hearing and in the brief submitted 
to him by counsel for the Times, that Mr. Shafer was not dismissed simply be- 
cause he had been a member of the Communist Party, although the Times made 
much of the repeated membership in the party, but because, having been a Com- 
munist, he was not the proper person to handle the particularly sensitive position 
of dealing with foreign news generally and news from the Communist world 
specifically. 

According to the Times, if I interpret its testimony correctly, Mr. Shafer was 
not the proper person to handle the specific sensitive job on the foreign-news 
desk because he did not inspire the adequate and required confidence that the 
Times expects of the men on that job. 

To the arbitrator’s direct question: “Would you have dismissed Mr. Shafer 
had his job been on the sports desk rather than the foreign-news desk,” Mr. 
Loeb answered without hesitation, “No.” 

Times’ counsel has emphasized over and over again that loss of confidence 
in Mr. Shafer was related directly to and indissolubly to the specific job Mr. 
Shafer was doing and not merely to the fact that he had once been a Communist. 

To assume that in the face of Mr. Shafer’s own admissions to Mr. Loeb, the 
Times should have continued to employ Mr. Shafer on his sensitive job, regard- 
less of its doubts and lack of confidence in Mr. Shafer’s ability to do the kind 
of job the Times wanted done is to deny to the Times’ management and those 
responsible for its policies that exercise of reasonable administrative judgment 
which of necessity must be the prerogative of newspaper management. 

For a newspaper of the character of the Times, the success of which rests not 
alone on the objectivity of its world news coverage but on the conviction of its 
readers that the coverage is objective and fair, is in itself as a leading organ of 
public information and opinion a sensitive operation to be handled on the basis 
of a maximum confidence in the men who run it. 

The Times’ management has the right to be certain that the men who read, 
edit, and headline the news will do the kind of job expected of them not alone 
by the Times itself but by the public which reads and supports the Times. 

It is unfair to assume that this particular kind of a public enterprise take 
chances on the kind of a job an employee will or will not do in whom it and 
its readers have not the required confidence. 

Mr. Catledge, in the arbitrator’s opinion, expressed succinctly and convincingly 
the ingredients of the Times’ loss of confidence in Mr. Shafer when he said: 

“Not only must we be sure that the person who handles our (Communist) 
news is not pro-Communist. We must be equally sure that he will not lean 
backward to prove that he is not a Communist or no longer a Communist.” 

Mr. Shafer could give the Times no such assurance, his record on the job 
notwithstanding. The Times was justified in dismissing him for “just and 
reasonable cause” in accordance with the provisions of the collective bargaining 
agreement. 


EpwWarp P. Corst, Arbitrator. 
Dated: June —, 1956. 


(Following is the medical report on John Steuben, referred to on 
p. 1635 :) 


STATE oF NEw JERSEY, 
County of Hunterdon, ss: 

Robert R. Henderson, of full age, being duly sworn according to law, on his 
deposes and says: 

During Mr. John Steuben’s revisit to our diagnostic center on March 26, 1956, 
he asked if I would again write with information concerning his present condi- 
tion, and whether he would be in danger if he were to stand trial. Please see 
my previous letter to you dated September 15, 1955, for past details. 

Since that time I have seen him at intervals of approximately 3 weeks and I 
believe that he has had some symptomatic relief during this time. However, 
he is continuing to take the digitalis, serpasil, paritrate, nitroglycerin, and 
evening sedation in the form of barbiturates. Several months following the 
radioactive iodine therapy he noted decreasing anginal pain but continuing 
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dyspnea with any physical exertion; i. e., with each meal. He told me during 
February 1956 that he felt able to do 1 or 2 hours of work (I believe writing) 
each day. However, he found this was not the case, and he continued to com- 
plain of increasing mental sluggishness, fatigue, and lethargy. From time to 
time he has had other symptoms indicating increasing congestive heart failure 
which require injections of mercurial diuretic. During his visit Monday and on 
the previous visit he complained of increasing pain concomitant with a slight 
decrease in his mental sluggishness. Therefore, we are considering repeating his 
radioactive iodine uptake with the view of evaluating the necessity for further 
radioactive iodine therapy. 

Essentially, then, it appears to me that we have succeeded in making him more 
comfortable if he leads a sedentary life and does not leave the confines of his 
home. However, I do not feel that his prognosis or life expectancy have altered 
nor do I feel that he is medically able to stand trial without endangering his 
life. I do not expect his underlying cardiac status to improve, but rather to 
gradually deteriorate, and therefore, I doubt very much if my medical opinion in 
regard to a trial would alter. On 2 occasions in the past 6 months he has traveled 
to New York City and on both occasions has had considerable difficulty with chest 
pain, ete. 

Rosert R. HENDERSON, M. D. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me a notary public at Flemington, N. J., on 
April 11, 1956. 


[SEAL] MILpRED E. SINCLAIR. 
My commission expires December 11, 1957. 





HUNTERDON MEDICAL CENTER, 
Flemington, N.J., May 26, 1955. 
To Whom It May Concern: 

Mr. John Steuben, rural delivery 2, box 58A, Flemington, N. J., was first ad- 
mitted to this hospital in April 1955. He has remained hospitalized since that 
time but for a 2-day interval, May 21 to May 23, 1955. 

His diagnosis is that of— 

Cardiac: hypertensive and arteriosclerotic heart disease ; 

Enlarged heart, coronary sclerosis, myocardial fibrosis, old myocardial 
infarction ; 

RSR; 

II-C to III-D. 

Severe and recurrent angina pectoris. 

Essential hypertension. 

Mr. Steuben has a long history of difficulty with hypertensive and arterio- 
sclerotic cardiovascular disease. He has had recurrent, severe, and disabling 
precordial pain so that he has been completely and totally disabled in the past. 
He was treated for his hypertension with apresoline, with successful control of 
his blood pressure. However, during this therapy he was noted to run a low- 
grade fever which has persisted in spite of cutting the above medication. At 
the present time, we are attempting to discover the etiology of this febrile 
course. His prognosis is quite guarded, and I am certain that he will have to be 
considered completely and totally disabled upon discharge from this hospital. 
He should also have special care at home since he is very limited in his activities 
and notes distress with mild to moderate exertion. 

Rosert R. HENDERSON, M. D. 
Assistant Director of Internal Medicine. 





NEw York, N. Y., February 4, 1955. 

To Whom It May Concern: 

In regard to the present condition of Mr. John Steuben, reference is made to 
the report and consultation of Dr. Arthur C. DeGraff of July 14, 1954. 

Examination today reveals no great change since July 1954 with the following 
exceptions: The left ventricle which previously was moderately enlarged is now 
markedly enlarged. Right posterior tibial artery which previously was open 
is now no longer palpable. The hypertensive hemorrhagic retinitis has been 
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severely aggravated, particularly in the right eye where many hemorrhages have 
occurred. 

The above findings indicate unfavorable progression of the hypertensive arterio- 
sclerotic cardiovascular disease which is accompanied by severe angina pectoris 
It is still apparent that it would be both unwise and dangerous for Mr. Steuben 
to undertake a trip to Chicago or to be subjected to giving testimony and being 
cross-examined. 

Yours truly, 


Rosgert V. SAGER, M. D. 


New York, N. Y., July 14, 1954. 
Re Mr. John Steuben, 


40-50 Denman Street, 
Elmhurst, Long Island. 
Dr. Ropert V. SAGeEr, 

New York, N. Y. 

DEAR Dr. SAGER: Mr. Steuben came to my office this morning, as suggested by 
you, for a complete heart examination. He was accompanied by his wife. You 
were present later for the discussion. The following is my report of this exam- 
ination: 

Family history: Mr. Steuben’s father died at the age of 73. His mother died 
of hypertension at the age of 63. He has 1 brother and 3 sisters living and well. 
A half-brother is not in good health, but the exact cause of his illness is not 
known. Mr. Steuben has two children living and well. 

Habits : Coffee—formerly drank a great deal of cotfee. He now limits himself 
to 2 or 3 cups of coffee in the morning and 1 cup at night. Alcohol—only an oc- 
casional drink. Tobacco—he was formerly a heavy smoker, smoking up to 3 
packages of cigarettes a day. He now smokes about 1% packages of cigarettes 
aday. Hesleeps rather poorly at night. He is awakened by shortness of breath. 
Occupation: is editor of magazine. 

History: Mr. Steuben had his appendix removed in 1949 and an operation on 
the left kidney for removal of stones in 1951. For some time, Mr. Steuben 
has noticed some difficulty in breathing, particularly on walking up hills. When 
he was smoking heavily, he thought this was due to his heavy cigarette smoking. 
He also thought the pains in his chest might be on a muscular basis or might 
also be secondary to his kidney difficulties. On the weekend of June 19, 1953, 
he was particularly short of breath and had a great deal of chest pain on and 
off. On June 20, 1953, during dinner, he got very short of breath and had 
severe pressure across his chest. He was living in Chicago at that time. He 
called in Dr. Quentin Young of 1525 East 58d Street, Chicago, Ill. Dr. Young 
called an ambulance immediately and sent Mr. Steuben to the Woodlawn Hos- 
pital, where he remained for about a week. A diagnosis of left ventricular 
failure was made at that time. The blood pressure was considerably elevated, 
220 mm. Hg. Mr. Steuben was advised to rest and to avoid physical effort as 
much as possible. This was rather difficult because he lived in an apartment 
on the third floor of a walkup apartment building. Therefore, he was mostly 
house confined. He was put on digitoxin, 0.1 milligram a day, and also given 
peritrate every 4 hours. Sometime in late October or early November 1953, he 
got very much worse and was put back in the hospital again. At that time, an 
attempt was made to give him hexamethonium for his hypertension, but after 3 
days this drug was stopped because of severe reactions. At the end of No- 
vember 1953, Mr. Steuben moved to Elmhurst where he is living at the present 
time. He had previously seen you on a visit to New York in June 1953, so he 
put himself under your care. His condition, instead of improving, got graduaily 
worse, so in January 1954 you advised him not to travel to and from his office. 
Since January 1954 Mr. Steuben has remained mostly at home. On 3 or 4 oc- 
casions, he tried to go out to a neighborhood restaurant for a meal but had so 
much shortness of breath when he returned home that he has given that up. 
Recently, he has begun to cough quite a bit and vomits after nearly every meal. 
He has many attacks of chest pain of a gnawing type with radiation to the left 
arm, for which he takes nitroglycerin frequently. The pain in his chest radiat- 
ing to the left arm occurs on walking even at a slow pace, after eating, when he 
has company at his home, and also on emotional stress even though the emo- 
tional stress is not very marked. He has been on a low-sodium, almost salt-free 
diet for some months. Over the weekend of July 4, 1954, he woke up one morn- 
ing with a sense of cloudiness in the right eye. He saw Dr. B. Kimmelman, an 
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ophthalmologist, of 10 Downing Street, New York, N. Y., who found that there 
were hemorrhages in the right eye. The condition has cleared up to some 
extent, but Mr. Steuben is still bothered by cloudiness of vision in the right eye. 
At night, Mr. Steuben has difficulty in sleeping because he gets quite short of 
breath. He sleeps on several pillows and even then finds it necessary at times to 
get up out of bed and sit in a chair. In addition to the medication which was 
prescribed originally by Dr. Young and which he is still taking, you have put 
him on Raudixin and sedatives. On June 16, 1954, his sedimentation rate was 
found to be quite elevated. The hemoglobin is normal. The Wassermann test 
was negative. Urine examinations have shown the presence of albumin from 
time to time. 

Physical examination: Age 47. Weight, 124 pounds. Height, 61 inches. Tem- 
perature by mouth, 98.4° F. His general condition is fair. His face is flushed. 
There is no dyspnea at rest. He is able to lie fairly flat on the examining table 
without discomfort. The retinal examination shows the presence of exudate 
in the right fundus on the temporal side of the disc. The retinal arteries are 
narrow and fragmented. There are no fresh hemorrhages. The pupils are equal 
and react to light and accommodation. There is no exophthalmos. Many teeth 
are missing; the remaining teeth are in poor condition. The pharynx is nega- 
tive. No lymph nodes are palpable in the neck. The thyroid gland is not felt. 
The lungs are clear. The vital capacity is 2,400 cubic centimeters. The liver 
and spleen are not felt. There is no edema of the lower extremities. 

Heart: The apex beat is palpable in the fifth space, 9 centimeters to the left 
of the midline. The rhythm is regular. The rate is 76 per minute. The first 
heart sound at the apex is somewhat valvular in quality. A. is louder than P». 
A systolic murmur can be heard over the entire precordial area. This murmur 
is quite loud and is rough in character at the apex. There is no diastolic mur- 
mur. The radial and brachial arteries are palpable and thickened. The blood 
pressure is 212/126. The fluoroscopic examination shows a moderate enlarge- 
ment of the left ventricle. This is particularly noted when the heart is viewed 
in the left oblique position. The width of the aorta is within normal limits. The 
electrocardiogram shows an inverted T wave in Lead I, a diphasic T wave in 
Lead II, some elevation of the S-T segment at VR, an inverted T wave at VL, 
and inverted T waves at V2, Vs, Vs. Vs, and Vs. There is also some depression 
of the S-T segment at V;, V;, and Vs. In addition to my own electrocardiogram, 
I reviewed two electrocardiograms which you brought to the office with you. The 
one dated December 4, 1953, shows an inverted T wave in Lead I and inverted T 
waves at all the chest points. There is an isoelectric T wave in Lead II. The 
electrocardiogram taken on June 15, 1954, shows the T wave inversions in various 
leads to be greater and there is now an inverted T wave in Lead II. These 
changes would indicate some progression in the cardiac condition between De- 
cember 4, 1953, and June 15, 1954. 

Discussion: Mr. Steuben has advanced hypertensive and arteriosclerotic heart 
disease with enlargement of the left ventricle and evidence of left ventricular 
strain and also coronary artery insufficiency. The fact that he has had only 
recently hemorrhages in the right eye would indicate that his condition is rather 
precarious. Mr. Stenben complained to me of some numbness in his left thumb 
and also numbness of his lips. This may suggest that he has some vascular 
spasm in the region of the internal capsule and might easily, if subjected to any 
emotional strain which would increase the level of his blood pressure, have a 
cerebral hemorrhage. Mr. Steuben in my opinion should be kept at home spend- 
ing his time resting in a chair or in bed. He is certainly not able to travel to 
Washington nor should he be subjected to any emotional strain at this time. 
In view of the fact that the electrocardiograms have shown progressive changes 
since December, there is a definite possibility that Mr. Steuben will not be able 
to improve sufficiently to increase his activities beyond what I have advised. He 
should, of course, remain on a salt-free diet. I would advise continuance of the 
Ranudixin, digitalis, and Peritrate. He should take nitroglycerin whenever he 
has the slightest bit of chest pain. He should also stop smoking. 

In view of the findings in my examination today, I am of the opinion that it 
would not only be unwise but dangerous for Mr. Steuben to be subjected to the 
strain of giving testimony or being cross-examined at this time. 

T appreciate very much your referring Mr. Steuben to me for examination. 

Sincerely yours, 
Artuur ©. DeGrarr, M. D. 
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Two copies of this report: Standard and unipolar leads of electrocardiogram. 
Orthodiagram. 


(The following press release of the Department of State was ordered 
into the record at a meeting of the subcommittee on June 18, 1956 :) 


UNITED STATES INFORMATION AGENCY, WASHINGTON, D. C. 
ADVANCE RELEASE: FOR MONDAY MORNING PAPERS, JUNE 18, 1956 


The Soviet Union is aiming a sharply stepped-up propaganda drive at the 
movie audiences of the world, the United States Information Agency said today. 

According to Turner B. Shelton, Chief of the Information Agency’s Motion 
Picture Service, there has been a steep rise in Soviet film production, with the 
emphasis on films of the highest quality, pictures designed to win international 
acclaim for Communist “cultural achievements.” 

In a report to Agency Director Theodore C. Streibert, Shelton said that the 
Soviet Union has indicated it will produce 120 feature films a year by 1960, as 
compared with an announced quota of 75 this year, 65 in 1955, and 38 in 1954. 
In addition, he said, the Soviet satellites and Communist China also are expanding 
their film production along the Moscow-dictated lines. Soviet films, he noted, 
currently are being shown in 59 countries. 

“Communist countries are out to win worldwide recognition through the pro- 
duction of box-office hits,” Shelton said. “They are sparing no effort—and no 
expense—to turn out lavish color extravaganzas that contain no blatant propa- 
ganda but that are, actually, subtle devices to sell the Soviet Union as the 
cultural center of the world.” 

According to his report, the U. S. S. R. is spending millions of dollars a year 
on feature films and documentaries. 

Two distinct types of films are being produced by the Communists, Shelton 
said. One is the “sweetness and light” variety for export to the countries 
that ban the showing of outright propaganda films, and the other is the obvious 
propaganda film for countries where such showings can be obtained. 

Among “sweetness and light” films Shelton listed the Soviet’s “Othello,” 
“Romeo and Juliet,” “The Circus,’ Communist China’s “Loves of Ling Shan 
Pao,” and Czechoslovakia’s puppet shows and special effects films which display 
unusual artistry. 

The Communist bloc, Shelton said, also is stepping up production of docu- 
mentary films. Communist China, for example, has announced it will produce 
220 newsreels and documentaries this year. 

“Soviet propagandists take advantage of every opportunity to turn out expen- 
sive documentaries that will attract foreign audiences,” Shelton said. “One 
prize example is the $750,000, 14-reel color documentary which the Soviets made 
during India’s Prime Minister Nehru’s visit to the Soviet Union last year. This 
film promptly was shipped to India for countrywide showings.” 

According to Shelton, the Communist film campaign is “just beginning.” The 
Soviet Union, Communist China, and Soviet satellite countries, he said, are con- 
structing huge film studios with Hollywood-type sets. Communist China, he 
declared, plans to turn out 40 feature films this year, as compared with 20 in 
1955. In addition, the Communist Chinese plan construction of a new film studio 
in 1957. 

“Communist countries,” Shelton said, “have little difficulty peddling their 
films, even in free countries. Where distribution presents a problem, they sub- 
sidize box offices, lease theaters, and enlist the help of ‘front’ organizations, such 
as film societies, ‘friendship’ groups, and social clubs.” 


Senator Jenner. There being no further witnesses, the committee 
will stand adjourned. 
(Whereupon, at 12:30 p. m., the subcommittee adjourned.) 





(The following opinion and award of an arbitration board in the 
case of Daniel Mahoney, discharged employee of the New York Daily 
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Mirror, was ordered into the record at a meeting of the subcommittee 
on November 21, 1956 :) 


IN THE MATTER OF THE ARBITRATION BETWEEN AMERICAN NEWSPAPER GUILD, 
AFL-CIO, anp New YorkK Mirror DivistoN—THE HEARST CORPORATION 


(L-16193—N Y-L-37-56) 
OPINION AND AWARD 


There is here presented for determination and award the question whether 
there was good and sufficient cause for the dismissal of Daniel Mahoney by the 
Daily Mirror as required by the collective bargaining agreement between the par- 
ties which provides: 


“Section 6—Job Security 
“(a) there shall be no dismissal except for good and sufficient cause.” 


THE FACTS 


Daniel Mahoney was employed by the New York Daily Mirror in 1934. Except 
for a period of service in the Armed Forces during World War II, he was con- 
tinuously employed by the Mirror. He was a rewrite man in January 1956. 

On January 5, 1956, he was summoned before the Senate Internal Security 
Subcommittee. He stated, under oath, that he was not then a Communist. Quer- 
ied about past membership, he refused to answer, exercising his constitutional 
privilege against possible self-incrimination. He was summarily discharged by 
the Mirror because, “Your course of conduct has terminated your usefulness to 
the New York Mirror.” 

A portion of Mahoney’s testimony before said subcommittee follows verbatim: 

“Mr. SouRWINE. How long have you worked for the New York Mirror? 

“Mr. MAHONEY. I can cover this, if the committee will allow me. I have a 
very brief statement here, sir. 

“Chairman EAsTLaANp. No, no, sir. No, sir. No, sir; we don’t—you will have 
to answer questions. You will have to answer questions. We are trying to 
accommodate you. 

“Mr. MAHONEY. I will answer the questions, sir. 

“Chairman EAsTLaANp. All right; we are trying to accommodate your lawyer 
and we are trying to get through. 

“Mr. MAHONEY. Yes, sir. I say—— 

“Chairman HAsTLaAND. Answer the questions. 

“Mr. MAHONEY. Sir? 

“Chairman EasTLanp. Proceed again. 

“Mr. MAHONEY. May I appeal again? I have a brief statement. I would ap- 
preciate it if the committee would allow me to read it. 

“Chairman BAstianp. No, sir; I will not permit the statement. We want 
certain information from you, and counsel will ask the questions. Now proceed. 

“Mr. MAHONEY. May I enter the statement into the record? 

“Chairman EASTLAND. We will receive it.” 

(The statement referred to will be found in the files of the subcommitee.) 

“Mr. SourwiIne. How long have you been employed by the Mirror? 

“Mr. MAHONEY. For almost 22 years. 

“Mr. SourwINe. In what capacity, sir? 

“Mr. MAHONEY. Various—currently I am a newswriter. 

“Mr. SourWINeE. You mean a reporter? 

“Mr. MAHONEY. I have been a reporter; yes, sir. 

“Mr. SourwIne. You say you are a newswriter now. Are you on the desk? 
are you a rewrite 

“Mr. MAHONEY. I am a linotyper and I am a rewrite man. 

“Mr. SourRWINE. You are a rewrite? 

“Mr. MAHONEY. Yes. 

Mr. SourwIne. Mr. Mahoney, are you presently a member of the Communist 
arty? 

“Mr. MAHONEY. No, sir; I am not. 

“Mr. SoURWINE. Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party? 

“Mr. MAHONEY. Sir, I’d like to answer it this way: Not only am I not a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party, but never in my life have I performed a disloyal or 
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subversive act of treason, sabotage, espionage. I have broken no laws beyond 
the traffic violation. I have never advocated defiance—— 

“Chairman EASTLAND. Now, Mr. Mahoney 

“Mr. MAHONEY. Of the law of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

“Chairman EastLanp. You have not been accused—not been accused of any 
of those acts. Please make your answers responsive to the questions. 

“Mr. MAHONEY. I am trying. 

“Chairman EAstLaNnp. I think that your counsel will advise you, sir, that that 
is the proper thing to do. 

“Mr. MAHONEY. Well, I am trying to do so, sir. 

“Chairman EAsTLanpD. All right. Now the question was, Are you now or have 
you ever been a member of the Communist Party? 

“Mr. MAHONEY. Well, sir, in view of the other remarks I made and in view of 
the fact that the committee has told me that there are no charges against me, I 
decline to answer the second half of that question. 

“Mr. SoURWINE. As to whether you ever were a member? 

“Mr. MAHONEY. Yes, sir; as being an invasion of my rights as a citizen, as a 
newspaperman, and I feel it is an abridgement of the freedom of the press. 

“Chairman EAsTLANp. I overrule that and order and direct you to answer. 

“Mr. MAHONEY. Well, sir, I am sorry the committee does not choose to recognize 
the first amendment and, in view of that, I am forced to avail myself of the 
privileges of the fifth amendment, also. 

“Chairman EAsTLAnpD. All right.” 





THE POSITION OF THE PARTIES 


The issue presented is one of “studied simplicity.” The one hearing held in 
the matter was as brief as it was pointed. There were no allegations by the 
employer of employee unrest, impaired morale, etc., as a result of Mahoney’s 
action. There were no allegations by the employer of loss of circulation, or 
advertisers. There were no allegations that Mahoney’s writing had been biased, 
slanted, or influenced in any manner. 

The Mirror asserts that solely because of Mahoney’s public testimony, it 
was afforded “good and sufficient” cause for his dismissal. The Mirror but- 
tresses this contention by citing the ruling of the New York State Unemployment 
Insurance Commission that Mahoney’s conduct (his public testimony) consti- 
tuted misconduct, “detrimental to the employer’s interest.’’ This finding by 
a disinterested agency, the Mirror urges, supported and corroborated the 
Mirror’s determination that its action was reasonable and just in dismissing 
Mahoney. 

The guild contends that an employer is subject to a heavy burden of proof 
in any discharge case. That, indeed, the employer must set forth clear and 
convincing, factual, nonspeculative evidence that is capable of objective review. 
That in this particular case, there is but one fact or charge produced against 
Mahoney. The charge? That he exercised a privilege against possible self- 
incrimination; a right guaranteed to him by the Constitution of the United 
States. The guild states that, absent proof of any other facts relating to 
Mahoney’s competency, or of damage to the Mirror, the action of the Mirror 
ean only be considered unreasonable and arbitrary. 

The issue presented, accordingly, could not be more simple nor, ironically, more 
complex. 

THE FIFTH AMENDMENT 


Written into the Bill of Rights over 150 years ago, and having roots in the 
law of England centuries ago, the fifth amendment has been especially subject 
to close scrutiny and debate in the last decade. Advanced methods of com- 
munication, such as television, have made the American public vitally conscious 
of the fifth amendment and its utilization by criminals and persons suspect of 
crime. Regrettably, a large segment of the public has concluded that a person, 
availing himself of the fifth amendment, is what he is accused of being, or did 
that which he is accused of doing. Thus was coined the presumptive appella- 
tion “fifth-amendment Communist,” sorely troubling to many, and stirring up 
a storm of protest and condemnation in its wake. 

The Supreme Court of the United States, obviously cognizant that a person 
exercising his constitutional privilege under the fifth amendment, raises a grave 
doubt as to his freedom from guilt, and that current popular opinion views the 
invocation of the fifth amendment as a certainty of guilt, met the issue with 
forthright resolution. In clear and ringing language our highest Court, in April 
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of this year, reaffirmed the legal maxim that the fifth amendment is for the 
protection of the innocent as well as the guilty: 

“The privilege against self-incrimination would be reduced to a hollow mockery 
if its exercise could be taken as equivalent either to a confession of guilt or a 
conclusive presumption of perjury.” (Slochower vy. Board of Education of New 
York, 100 L. Ed. 451, 454). 

But we are not here concerned with the legal implications of a person’s 
refusal to testify. The Constitution is concerned with criminal prosecution: 
“* * * nor shall (anyone) be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness 
against himself * * *” (U. S. C. A. Const. Amend. V, p. 102) and not with all 
the peripheral effects of pleading the fifth amendment. 

The Constitution does not guarantee to a person, exercising the privilege 
against self-incrimination, his job, the respect of his neighbors, or an absence 
in the minds of his fellow workers and employer of a gnawing doubt as to his 
guiltlessness. 

COMMUNISM IN AMERICA 


There can be little doubt in the mind of any reasonable individual of the 
purpose of the Communist conspiracy today. It is ultimate world domination. 

During the thirties, men of good faith, despairing of the economic chaos in our 
country, were easily deluded by the “golden apple” of communism. Fighting in 
the forties side by side with the Communists in an effort to suppress the inter- 
national menace of nazism and fascism, it was easy to be confused as to the 
ultimate purposes of the Communists. But there comes a time where realization 
must arrive—perhaps in the late forties, but certainly no later than the Korean 
conflict. Anyone aiding, abetting, or partaking in the Communist conspiracy 
after that date cannot be a dupe, but rather a danger to the community. 

In the year of Our Lord 1956, communism is a major menace to the free world, 
to our democratic way of life, and to the private enterprise system. We cannot 
ignore these truths; we cannot romanticize or semanticize them away; we 
cannot wish them away; we can but accept them in their nakedness. 


DISCUSSION 


Tronically enough. our democratic way of life extends its protection even to 
those who have neither regard, belief, nor faith in its principles. Under 
collective-bargaining agreements requiring good cause for dismissal, persons in 
this category may have job security. As such, it may not be ignored that if the 
newspaper business cannot be termed “vital’’ and/or if Mahoney’s position on 
the Mirror cannot be termed “sensitive,” then the very foundation for “good 
and sufficient” cause, as urged by the Mirror, could crumble. In this age of 
“perpetual peril,” the various mediums of mass communication are vital to our 
national security. The titans of the world are locked in a struggle cryptically 
described as a “cold war.” It is a war of ideologies, of ideas, or propaganda. 
It is a battle for the approbation of the uncommitted nations of the world. 

A metropolitan newspaper in America today is more than a “mirror” to the 
happenings of the day. It is a molder of public opinion; capable of leading 
crusades; capable of introducing new ideas; capable of propagating truth or 
propaganda as it wills. But its very nature, whether it would abdicate or not, a 
newspaper maintains a position of leadership and responsibility in this “cold 
war” that is vital to our national security. Other industries (atomic energy, 
defense, etc.) may be more vital, but this fact does not impair the “vital” role 
of our press. 

Each worker performs his task in life with tools, and these tools run the 
gamut from an axe to a zither. The “rewrite” man has his tools, too. They 
are words. Words but express ideas and so it follows that the “rewrite” man 
works all day with ideas. This is a war of ideas. Can his position be then 
deemed nonsensitive? A “rewrite” man can select the facts he considers im- 
portant as relayed to him by the reporter in the field. His is the choice of the 
topic sentence and lead paragraph. His selection of words sets forth the tone 
of the article and influences, too, the choice of headline. The conclusion is 
irresistible that a “rewrite” man occupies a “sensitive” position on a newspaper. 

The contention that the product of a, “rewrite” man is subject to check by 
others before it reaches the public canont impair this conclusion. The “rewrite” 
man’s skilled use of words and phrases; the background of constant deadline; 
the fact that his reviewers are at least thrice removed from the actual news event ; 
the lulling effect of daily association coupled with a practical attitude to accept 
the product of an experienced hand without undue scrutiny—all these make 
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ultimate detection and exposure far from simple, and, in all probability, long 
delayed. What difference does it make that a rewrite man may ultimately 
be caught? The undeniable fact is that he is in a position where he has the 
opportunity and capacity to do incaleulable harm if he is so inclined. What 
more is needed to define his job as truly “sensitive’’? 


CONCLUSION 


As stated, the issue here presented is simply—Was the public testimony of 
Mahoney “good and sufficient cause for his discharge?” 

The impact of Mahoney’s testimony before the Senate committee was to raise a 
grave and gnawing doubt in the mind of his employer as to his association and 
connection with the Communist conspiracy. Was it during the understandable 
and, perhaps, forgiveable, period of the thirties and early forties? Or was it dur- 
ing the subsequent period of necessary universal awakening to and realization of 
the menacing and heinous designs of communism? Did it end when Mahoney 
received his subpena? Did it last until his actual appearance before the com- 
mittee? Must the Mirror accept the travail of “watchfully wondering’? 

Mahoney had no illusion about the impact of his public refuge behind the fifth 
amendment insofar as the Mirror was concerned. Witness the following excerpt 
of his statement: 

“If the committee possesses no such evidence (showing story slant or dis- 
tortion), then it should clearly state so in the interest of being fair so that doubt 
or suspicion of my honesty and objectivity as a newspaperman may be removed 
and that the confidence of my employer in me may not be impaired.” 

If Mahoney felt that his mere call to appear before a subcommittee would 
cause doubt in his employer’s mind, then a fortiori his attitude and demeanor 
toward the subcommittee, his refusal to answer pertinent questions about his 
relationship with the conspiracy called Communist must shatter his employer’s 
confidence irreparably. 

Yet Mahoney remained mute and this adamant attitude continued through 
the hearing of this arbitration when he knew that his very livelihood was “on the 
line.” His eloquent silence before the subcommittee poses these unanswerable 
questions for his employer: What were Mahoney’s allegiances, a decade, a year, a 
month, a day before January 5, 1956? A newspaper is entitled to know the an- 
swer to these questions with respect to communism in relation to a “rewrite” 
man, especially when publicly posed. It was reasonable for the Mirror to dismiss 
an employee who refused to supply the answers to these questions. 


AWARD 


The dismissal of Daniel Mahoney was for “good and sufficient cause,” 
quired by the collective bargaining agreement between the parties hereto. 


Burton B. Turkus, Arbitrator. 


as re- 


Dated : New York, N. Y., November 6, 1956. 
W. N. THOMSON, M. MICHAEL POTOKER, 
Arbitrator, Concurring. Arbitrator, Dissenting. 


JOHN J. GREEN, JAMES WHITTAKER, 
Arbitrator, Concurring. Arbitrator, Dissenting. 
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